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Administration of Gerald R. Ford 


PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 


Week Ending Friday, October 3, 1975 





Career Criminal Conference 


The President’s Remarks at the Conference Sponsored 
by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration. 


September 26, 1975 


Mr. Attorney General, Attorney General Tyler, Mr. 
Velde, Mr. Work, ladies and gentlemen: 

I am delighted to be here this afternoon and to give 
my personal encouragement and help and assistance to a 
program that I feel very strongly about. 

Last September, as was mentioned by Mr. Velde, I 
directed the Department of Justice to develop a program 
to deal with the career criminals throughout the country. 
Its goals, as all of you know, are quick identification of 
those who repeatedly commit serious crimes, priority of 
prosecution of those cases, and the assurance of appro- 
priate sentences upon conviction so that they could not 
return immediately to victimize the community. 

And speaking of victimizing the community, it of 
course means the victimizing of the individual. And in a 
speech that I gave at the Yale Law School this past spring, 
where I sought to lay out some guidelines and some fur- 
ther direction, we used two phrases that, in my opinion, 
ought to be the direction in which we go—concern for 
the victim of crime and concern for the domestic tran- 
quillity of our country. 

Now this program that you are a part of has been 
funded with LEAA grants—and I commend each of you 
from your, respective 11 communities for your participa- 
tion—-to prove that a program can work in this field. I 
am enough of an optimist to believe that this kind of 
well-directed, well-funded—with the right personnel, will 
result in success. 

I am told that it will be operational in all 11 cities in a 
relatively short period of time. And although we recognize 
it as experimental in nature, I personally have very great 
expectations for its success. 


All of you, through your various responsibilities, know 
far better than myself the toll that crime exacts from our 
fellow citizens—a toll measured in blood, treasure, and 
peace of mind. 

Unfortunately, the statistics prove that crime is on the 
rise. Since 1960—and this is hard to believe—reported 
crime has more than doubled. Last year we saw the 
annual crime rate increase by 17 percent—the largest 
yearly increase since the FBI began statistics in their 
department some 44 years ago. 

This crime epidemic threatens the very foundation of 
our society, for it is law which makes human society pos- 
sible. Each of us has taken an oath to uphold and to 
defend the Constitution which charges us with the duty, 
the very solemn obligation, of ensuring domestic tran- 
quillity. 

But there can be little domestic tranquillity when 
increasing numbers of citizens are robbed, mugged, raped, 
murdered. Each of us has a very unique opportunity to do 
something about this. 

As you know, again far better than myself, a very large 
percentage of serious crimes are committed by a very 
small number of offenders. The career criminal program 
aims directly at solving this specific problem. And the suc- 
cess of this program will pave the way for a far greater 
effort, a far sharper focus on career criminals by our 
criminal justice system. 

The good part about this program, as I see it, is that 
it is a grassroots program. The Federal Government, 
through the Law Enforcement Assistance Act, has 
awarded some $5 million in grants together with equip- 
ment, technical assistance, and evaluation. But the day- 
to-day planning, the conduct, and the decisionmaking 
are fundamentally yours at the local level. 

I happen to believe that is the way it should be. With 
few exceptions, the prosecution of serious crimes in this 
country is solely within the jurisdiction of State and local 
authorities, 

I gather from talking with the Attorney General and 
with others, you have all had a very productive day even 
though the weather of Washington interfered to some 
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extent with your starting on time. Let me assure you we 
were a little late getting started in the White House this 
morning for reasons that were obvious, because of the 
weather. 

If I might close with this observation: Even though 
Disraeli once said, “It is with words we govern men,” I 
might add my personal belief that it is with words we also 
wear men down. 

So, let me end by thanking you for coming here, for 
working so hard in the preparation for this new operation, 
and with the work that you will do when you get back 
to your local communities. I think it is a program with 
a very bright promise. And may God speed you as you 
proceed. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:05 p.m. at the Department otf 
Justice. 


Meeting With Delegation From 
Hopkinton, Rhode Island 


The President’s Informal Remarks in the Rose 
Garden. September 27, 1975 


Mr. Hammonb. President Ford, I have here a letter that 
was drafted and it reads: “Dear Mr. President, we, the 
undersigned residents of Hopkinton, Rhode Island,” and 
we have written in, “and vicinity”—[laughter]|—“‘joined 
a Happy Bicentennial America delegation to the White 
House in wishing you and your family good health and 
happiness. Respectfully yours.” 

We have circulated this through our schools, and if you 
look through just a couple of pages, we have some very 
small children that did quite a job on this, But there are 
about a thousand signatures in here, and I would like to 
present this to you as a token from the town of Hopkinton 
and thank you very much for this day. 

Tue Presiwent. Thank you very much, Mr. Ham- 
mond, and I also thank Senator Pastore and Congressman 
Beard and all of you for coming down here. You brought 
the sunshine this morning. For that we are very grateful, 
but also Mrs. Ford and myself, as well as the children, 
thank you very much for this expression of good health 
and best wishes. 

I had the opportunity of being in Rhode Island about 3 
weeks ago, and the people of Rhode Island were extremely 
hospitable and friendly. And for that I will thank them 
through you, if you don’t mind. 

You are all dressed here in the costumes of earlier days 
of our great country. Rhode Island played a very signifi- 
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cant part in making this country what it is today. Your 
predecessors were among the early settlers, and the year- 
to-year contribution of Rhode Island has been very mean- 
ingful in making America a great country. 

I have always enjoyed the opportunity to visit in Rhode 
Island. I can’t honestly say I have been to Hopkinton. 
[Laughter] 

Mr. Hammonp. Not many people know where it is. 
[Laughter] 

THE Present. But obviously it is a great community 
with a wonderful spirit and fine people. I think it is a great 
idea that you are thinking Bicentennial and making it 
something meaningful to the young people as well as a 
couple of older ones. 

The Bicentennial should be a great year in the United 
States. We have to show what we have done for 200 years 
in order to give inspiration to the young people to do what 
they have to do in the third century of this country. They 
have an obligation, just as their forefathers had, and I 
have great faith in the young people today represented by 
this group that they will do as well, if not better, than we 
did. 

Mr. Hammonb. I hope so. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you very, very much. 

Mr. Hammonp. Now, this is Mr. Nathan Kaye. He is 
connected with the Hopkinton Bicentennial Commission. 
As a matter of fact, he is the one that contacted our office 
and made this day possible. 

Mr. Kaye. Mr. President, the Hopkinton, Rhode 
Island, Town Council and its Happy Bicentennial 
America Committee are greatly honored to present to you 
this song, “Happy Bicentennial America.” Thanks to you 
and anticipating the help of the American Revolution 
Bicentennial Administration, we hope that this song will 
be sung by our citizens loudly and proudly, Happy Bicen- 
tennial America. 

THE Present. Thank you very much, sir. Can I hear 
the song? 


Mr. Kaye. Yes, sir. They are going to sing it. 
[At this point, a group of Hopkinton schoolchildren sang the 


Bicentennial song.]} 

Mr. Kaye. Mr. President, he has a tape recording of 
the song. 

Tue Presiwent. Thank you, thank you very, very 
much, sir. Can I have my picture taken with all of these 
children? 

Mr. Kaye. Sure. 


THe Present. Thank you very much. It has been a 
pleasure. It is a nice way to start a Saturday morning. 


NOTE: The exchange of remarks began at 8:45 a.m. In his remarks, 
the President referred to Charles J. Hammond, Jr., president of the 
Hopkinton Town Council, and Nathan Kaye, secretary of the Hop- 
kinton Bicentennial Commission. 
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OPEC Price Increase 


Statement by the President on the Increase by the 
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries. 
September 27, 1975 


I strongly regret the price increase announced today by 
OPEC, even though it reflects a moderating influence by 
some oil-producing countries. While the increase was not 
as large as some expected, nevertheless it will have a sig- 
nificant impact. It will worsen inflation throughout the 
world, and it will hamper the fragile process of economic 
recovery. It will hit the poorer countries the hardest. 

In my State of the Union Message in January, I warned 
the Members of Congress that we would become more 
and more vulnerable to oil price increases imposed on us 
by other people in other countries unless the Congress 
acted quickly to approve my program to free America 
from its dependence on foreign oil suppliers. And today’s 
action by OPEC demonstrates vividly that my warning 
was accurate. 


The American people should realize that Congress has 
refused to take any step to reduce our vulnerability to 
such whims of the OPEC oil cartel. So long as Congress 
refuses to enact a program which will allow America to 
produce its own energy with its own workers and to set its 
own prices, we will find ourselves increasingly vulnerable 
to OPEC. 

We will continue to be vulnerable to arbitrary OPEC 
price increases, which will take away billions of American 
dollars and thousands of America’s jobs, until Congress 
faces up to the energy problem and makes the hard deci- 
sions for Americans to regain their energy independence. 

Those Members of Congress who refuse to adopt an 
energy program would like the American people to believe 
they are trying to hold energy prices down. They are 
wrong, as today’s OPEC decision demonstrates. 

During the 4 years of so-called controls since 1971, our 
bill for imported oil has gone up more than 700 percent. 
Inaction or wrong action by the Congress means higher 
prices and increased dependence. 

Every day, we are forced to buy more and more oil from 
OPEC at higher and higher prices. 


Congress must adopt an energy program which will 
permit us to control our own supply and set our own 
prices. 

Until Congress acts constructively, we will continue to 
lose American dollars and American jobs to foreign en- 
ergy producers. I hope that today’s OPEC action will 
finally get the message through to the Members of Con- 
gress that we cannot afford to remain vulnerable and with- 
out an energy policy. 


Disaster Assistance 
for Pennsylvania 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following Severe 
Storms, Heavy Rains, and Flooding. 

September 27, 1975 


The President has declared a major disaster for the 
State of Pennsylvania as a result of severe storms, heavy 
rains, and flooding, beginning about September 22, which 
caused extensive public, private, and agricultural prop- 
erty damage. The President’s action will permit the use 
of Federal funds in relief and recovery efforts in desig- 
nated areas of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the storms and floods, debris removal, 
and the repair or restoration of damaged or destroyed 
streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities and utilities. 
Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made available by 
the Small Business Administration and emergency loan 
assistance will be made available by the Farmers Home 
Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Pennsylvania will be coordi- 
nated by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, 
Department of Housing and Urban Development, under 
the direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. 
Dunne will designate the specific areas within the State 
eligible for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and 
State damage assessments. 

Mr. Robert C. Stevens, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region IX 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Public Forums on Domestic Policy 


Announcement of Plans for the Forums To Be Held 
in Six Cities. September 29, 1975 


The President is announcing the dates and cities for six 
Public Forums on Domestic Policy to be conducted across 
the country before the end of the year as part of a major 
Domestic Council review of domestic programs. 

The forums, to be chaired by the Vice President with 
Cabinet members and other Federal officials participating, 
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will begin on October 21 in Denver, Colorado. The re- 
maining schedule will include: 

Wednesday, October 29—-Tampa, Fla. 

Tuesday, November 1 1—Austin, Tex. 

Tuesday, November 18——Philadelphia, Pa. 

Tuesday, November 25—_Indianapolis, Ind. 

Tuesday, December 9—Los Angeles, Calif. 

The review is designed to provide fresh recommenda- 
tions on domestic policy. 

The President stressed the high priority he placed on 
this review during the last Cabinet meeting, and said: 
Our 200th anniversary is an appropriate time to reflect 
on the past and look toward the future. He feels it is 
essential that we look at domestic policy from a broad 
perspec-*ve and not in isolation. For example, Federal 
program. >ffecting the health and welfare of the Ameri- 
can people have a direct impact on employment, the role 
of State and local governments, and the economy. 

Therefore, the President asked the Domestic Council 
neither to isolate the issue, nor to isolate themselves with 
only a Washington perspective. He also asked that they 
seek out the best and broadest advice possible from 
throughout the country so that we can use our domestic 
resources in a way that is responsive to the needs of the 
people. 

The President has asked the Domestic Council to focus 
its review on the four following major domestic policy 
areas: 

* Economic recovery 

* Resource development and environment 

* Social policies 

* Community building 

While the forums are expected to center on the four 
general areas, specific discussion issues may vary in em- 
phasis depending on regional interests. 

The forums will consist of one-day meetings. Public 
witnesses will present testimony on major policy issues and 
respond to questions. During the afternoon, four separate 
simultaneous sessions will be held with representatives of 
the public discussing specific issues with Cabinet members 
and other Federal officials. 


Combined Federal Campaign 


The President’s Remarks Upon Presenting His 
Contribution to Frank G. Zarb, Chairman of the 1976 
Campaign for the National Capital Area. 

September 29, 1975 


THE Preswent. Frank, I appreciate your undertaking 
this responsibility, with your other minor chores, as far as 
the executive branch is concerned. And I am deeply grate- 
ful to Mike and John Anderson. I guess John couldn’t get 
here. We even have Alan over here to handle all the finan- 
cial affairs. 


But from my own point of view, I got interested in what 
we call the United Fund out home when I was right out 
of law school and worked on our program, Lew, through 
many years. I happen to feel very strongly that in each 
community throughout the country there has to be a total 
effort by management, labor, professions, all segments 
of our society, to make a campaign truly representative of 
what needs to be done for those less well-off than ourselves. 

When you look at the wide range of community orga- 
nizations for youth, for the aged, for those who are ill, 
those that need recreation, the United Fund or the orga- 
nization, the combined Federal effort is essential if we are 
going to make it go here in Washington. 

It is a different kind of a campaign here than it is in 
many other communities. And so, the Federal Govern- 
ment participation—the many, many people who work 
for Uncle Sam have a special responsibility. We don’t 
have the big industries in some communities that can 
make a maximum contribution. We don’t have some of 
the other sources that are easily available in many com- 
munities. So, what we do in the executive branch and 
what is done in the Congress will make or break this cam- 
paign. 

And as I look around the room and see those who have 
assumed the responsibility, I know we can make it go. And 
I always like to pay my bills promptly. So, Frank, I will 
give you—I guess it is sealed and you hadn’t better open 
it—{laughter|—my own personal contribution to get it 
kicked off in the right way. 

Mr. Zars. Thank you, Mr. President. I think we ought 
to give you a CFC button to wear. 

THE Preswent. Thank you all. And I appreciate, 
Mike, your doing it on the Senate side. I know it will be 
successful there, and John Anderson will do equally well 
in the House. And with Frank and everybody else I am 
certain the executive branch will do its full share. 

Thank you very, very much. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 12:30 p.m. in the Cabinet Room at 
the White House. In his remarks, the President referred to Senator 
Mike Mansfield, Representative John B. Anderson, Alan Greenspan, 
Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, and Lewis A. 


Engman, Chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, who are 
among eight Cochairmen for the 1976 Combined Federal Campaign. 


Emergency Petroleum Allocation 


Act of 1975 


The President’s Remarks Upon Signing H.R. 9524 
Into Law. September 29, 1975 


I am today signing H.R. 9524, a bill extending until 
November 15 the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act, 
which expired on August 31. 


Volume 11—Number 40 











at 
ut 


ve 
id 
ill 
on 


ht 


Ce, 


ll 


Pa@Pransa 








PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1975 1083 


This extension of controls on domestic petroleum for 
47 days carries out my part of an understanding with 
the leaders of the House and Senate and will provide 
more time for the Congress to act on a sound and mutu- 
ally acceptable plan for phased decontrol or, alternatively, 
to pass the emergency legislation necessary to cushion the 
effect of immediate decontrol on certain elements of our 
domestic economy. 

Last week’s decision by the OPEC foreign oil cartel 
to raise their prices to American consumers by 10 per- 
cent provides beyond any further argument the urgent 
need for the United States to reduce its growing depend- 
ence on imported fuel at prices arbitrarily set by others. 

Since my State of the Union Message last January, I 
have been constantly urging the Congress to move rapidly 
on a comprehensive energy independence program for 
this country’s future security and prosperity. I have offered 
to compromise again and again. 

A majority of the Members of this Congress thus far 
have refused to do anything that will increase domestic 
energy production. Price controls on domestic oil pro- 
duction have been in effect for 4 years. During that time, 
our domestic oil production has declined and our expendi- 
tures for foreign oil have increased more than 700 percent. 

We are now sending more than $25 billion a year out 
of the United States to import foreign oil, enrich foreign 
producers, and provide foreign jobs. This dollar outflow 
will grow larger and larger under the latest OPEC price 
hike. 

If spent at home, $25 billion would employ one million 
American workers and speed our economic growth. Let- 
ting the OPEC oil cartel dictate America’s economic 
growth is absurd. Yet a majority in the Congress does 
nothing to reverse our growing oil dependence and in- 
creasing vulnerability to this obvious threat. 


When the price of gasoline goes up at the service sta- 
tion, I want the American people to know exactly where 
the blame lies. Until Congress acts, there is nothing this 
country can do about arbitrary OPEC oil price hikes, and 
there may still be another fuel price increase next June. 


The rhetoric of those in the Congress who are delaying 
action on long-range energy independence asserts that 
they are trying to hold fuel prices down to protect the 
American consumer. This is nonsense. 


Obviously, the Congress cannot hold OPEC oil prices 
down. They are going up. And we are already dependent 
on foreign oil for about 40 percent of our total needs in the 
United States. The only way Congress can really protect 
the American consumer is to enact a long-range energy 
program that encourages Americans to produce our own 
energy with our own workers from our own resources and 
at our own prices. 


By going along with this temporary extension of the 
expired controls law, I am giving Congress another 47 
days to take its first significant step in solving our energy 


problem. The Congress has two immediate choices: first, 
to enact a mutually acceptable plan for phased decontrol 
of domestic price controls on crude oil; or, two, to pass the 
cushioning legislation I have recommended. 

I propose to protect propane gas users, including farm- 
ers and millions of people who live in rural areas and in 
mobile homes. I propose to protect independent retail 
service station and heating oil dealers from arbitrary cur- 
tailment and cutoffs. I propose to protect independent 
refiners from loss of their supplies of crude oil at reason- 
able prices. And I propose to protect all consumers from 
undue loss of purchasing power through a windfall profits 
tax on domestic oil companies with a consumer refund 
provision. 

If your Congressmen and Senators cannot take one or 
the other of these commonsense courses before November 
15, then a majority in the Congress will have failed their 
responsibility to the American people. 

I am serving notice as I sign this temporary extension 
that a majority in the Congress have already temporized 
far too long. 

If the latest OPEC price increase hasn’t awakened them 
to the peril our country faces, only an aroused citizenry 
will. Congress must face up to the hard, tough decisions 
which will restore America’s energy independence, rein- 
vigorate America’s economy, and save American jobs be- 
fore it is too late. They have failed thus far. I stand ready 
to cooperate fully to make this long overdue start in the 
right direction. 

Thank you very much. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 3:18 p.m. in the Oval Office at the 
White House. 


As enacted, the bill (H.R. 9524) is Public Law 94-99, approved 
September 29, 1975. 


Privacy Act of 1975 


Statement by the President on the Occasion of the Act 
Becoming Effective. September 29, 1975 


The Privacy Act of 1974 took effect on Saturday, Sep- 
tember 27, 1975, a date marking a milestone in the pro- 
tection of individual privacy for every American. 

The reason this act is important became apparent to 
me when I was Vice President and Chairman of the 
Domestic Council Committee on the Right of Privacy. 
Last January, I was pleased to sign this bill as President 
because it represents a major first step in safeguarding 
individual privacy. 

The need for a Privacy Act is manifestly clear: Over 
the years, Federal agencies have amassed vast amounts of 
information about virtually every American citizen. As 
data-collecting technology increased, it made administra- 
tive sense to combine much of this information in com- 
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puterized data systems where it could be retrieved in- 
stantly at the push of a button. This fact in itself raised the 
possibility that information about individuals could be 
used for purposes outside the constraints of law and with- 
out the prior knowledge or consent of the individuals 
involved. 

The worthwhile programs of human assistance for 
which this individual information is collected are vital to 
millions of Americans. They cannot be ended. But at the 
same time, we have a clear responsibility to erect reason- 
able safeguards to ensure that information collected is used 
solely for the purposes intended. 

The Privacy Act, though experimental, makes a long 
overdue start to erect these safeguards. It requires Federal 
agencies to: 

—allow individuals to examine records pertaining to 
them and establish procedures for correcting those 
records; 

—take steps to ensure the accuracy, timeliness, and 
security of records that concern individuals, and to 
limit records-keeping to necessary and lawful pur- 
poses. 

This act also provides special safeguards whenever the 

rights of citizens to free speech and expression are involved. 

Before this act, even the Federal Government did not 
know what information it kept about individuals, The act, 
therefore, required Federal agencies to first inventory their 
records-keeping systems and identify those which con- 
tained information about individuals, and to publish a 
listing of these systems in the Federal Register. That task 
is now complete. 

The magnitude of Federal records-keeping has been far 
greater than anyone imagined. There are more than 6,000 
Federal record systems containing personal data about 
them. 

Compliance with this act will involve many people. 
Every Federal official who either creates, keeps, or uses 
personal data has responsibilities under this act. I urge 
every member of the executive branch to reexamine the 
record systems in their custody and determine if all are 
necessary. Keeping only an essential minimum of these 
records is the most effective protection we have against 
further incursions by the Federal Government into the 
private lives of Americans. 


J. Edgar Hoover FBI Building 


The President’s Remarks at the Dedication of the 
Headquarters of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
September 30, 1975 


Mr. Attorney General, distinguished Members of the 
House and Senate, my former colleagues, Al Cederberg, 
John Slack, Senators Eastland, Pastore, and Hruska— 
and I see in the audience some others—it is wonderful to 


see you all here on this occasion—along with the distin- 
guished Director of the FBI, the Administrator of the 
General Services Administration, ladies and gentlemen: 

Obviously, I am tremendously pleased to join all of you 
in the dedication of this truly magnificent building. It 
symbolizes the role of the FBI as the bastion of Federal 
law enforcement under the Department of Justice. It 
honors the memory of a pioneering public servant who 
served as Bureau Director for nearly 48 years. 

J. Edgar Hoover served under eight Presidents—Calvin 
Coolidge, Herbert Hoover, Franklin Roosevelt, Harry 
Truman, Dwight Eisenhower, John F. Kennedy, Lyndon 
B. Johnson and Richard Nixon. All had high praise for 
this man and his professional achievements—praise which 
I am pleased to join in here on this auspicious occasion. 

In presenting the Medal of Merit to the FBI Director 
for his wartime services, President Truman commended 
him for his able leadership, which made the Bureau, in 
Mr. Truman’s words, “‘a powerful instrument of law en- 
forcement in both war and peace.” 

President Eisenhower awarded Mr. Hoover the 
National Security Medal, which carried a citation prais- 
ing the Director in these terms: “He has established the 
highest ideals of Federal law enforcement and directed 
them to realization.” 

J. Edgar Hoover earned such praise and such admir- 
ation from eight Presidents because, under his direction, 
the FBI became the superior professional organization it 
is today—and will continue to be under the able leader- 
ship of Clarence Kelley—with the very best scientific crime 
detection facilities to serve the Federal Government and 
the American people. 

But it is more than leadership and technology that 
makes the FBI so successful. It is the spirit of the men 
and women who work for this unique American institu- 
tion—the Special Agents—legendary symbols of Ameri- 
can justice for decades—the thousands upon. thousands 
of professionals who back them up, and, I add hurriedly, 
their understanding families. Although history records the 
names of very few, it is the excellence of the many who 
make up the success story of the FBI. 

In my 25 years in the Congress and subsequently as 
Vice President and as President, I have had the personal 
opportunity to work intimately with many of you here 
today, and, as a result, I developed a great admiration for 
your professional competence and your tireless dedication. 
These are the characteristics of the entire FBI team. 

The Bureau is a success story because of the strength 
and spirit which you bring it. Your dedication, your dis- 
cipline, your courage are all ingredients all Americans 
admire and respect. Your fellow citizens are proud of the 
FBI, and we who are honored to serve with you in Gov- 
ernment appreciate your efforts. 

In dedicating this new FBI headquarters, I call for a 
renewed commitment to the rule of law in America and 
to the legal system that perpetuates freedom and justice. 
For without law, we have neither freedom nor justice. 
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Just before he died, J. Edgar Hoover had these pro- 
phetic words to say about the rule of law in America, 
and I quote: “The tests of time and challenge in our 
Nation’s history have more than proven the majesty of 
the law.” 

Mr. Hoover was so right. The continued dedication of 
the men and women of the FBI to the preservation of the 
rule of law and the protection of citizens’ rights will be a 
monument even more enduring than this imposing 
building. 

In a very real sense, we are gathered here to dedicate 
not merely a structure of concrete and steel but to rededi- 
cate ourselves to the principles of equal justice and liberty 
under law, which must motivate all the actions of the 
Federal Government. 

Thank you very, very much. 


note: The President spoke at 11:18 a.m. 


Department of Justice 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Peter R. 
Taft To Be Assistant Attorney General, Land and 
Natural Resources Division. September 30, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Peter R. Taft, of Santa Monica, Calif., to be an 
Assistant Attorney General. His area of responsibility will 
be Land and Natural Resources. He will succeed Wallace 
H. Johnson, Jr., who resigned effective September 2, 
1975. 

Since 1969, Mr. Taft has been a partner in the firm of 
Munger, Tolles and Rickshauser in Los Angeles. From 
1963 to 1968, he was with Williams, Connally & Califano 
in Washington, D.C. During 1962-63, he was a law clerk 
to the late Chief Justice Earl Warren and was a law clerk 
to Judge Richard T. Rives of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit in 1961-62. 

Mr. Taft was born on March 3, 1936, in Cincinnati, 
Ohio. He received his B.A. degree from Yale University 
in 1958 and his LL.B. degree in 1961 from Yale University 
Law School. 

Mr. Taft resides in Santa Monica, Calif. 


Department of the Treasury 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Harold F. 
Eberle To Be a Deputy Under Secretary of the 
Treasury. September 30, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Harold F. Eberle, of Cathedral City, Calif., to be a 
Deputy Under Secretary of the Treasury. His area of re- 


sponsibility will be Legislative Affairs. He will succeed 
Frederick L. Webber, who resigned effective September 
1, 1975. Upon confirmation by the Senate and appoint- 
ment by the President, the President intends to designate 
Mr. Eberle as an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

In September 1974, Mr. Eberle joined Parsons and 
Whittemore, Inc., in New York City as project develop- 
ment officer, serving until July 1975. From 1973 to 
September 1974, he was Assistant to the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget for Congressional 
Relations. He was Assistant to the President for Congres- 
sional Relations of the Overseas Private Investment Cor- 
poration. From July 1961 to November 1972, he was Ad- 
ministrative Assistant to the late Congressman Robert J. 
Corbett. He was a Foreign Service officer with the Depart- 
ment of State from September 1955 to June 1961, after 
having been with Dean Whitter & Co. as a registered 
representative from February 1954 to September 1955. 

Mr. Eberle was born on May 14, 1925, in Los Angeles, 
Calif. He attended Woodbury College and received his 
B.B.A. degree in 1948. He received a B.A. from Sac- 
ramento State College in 1954. He served in the United 
States Army Air Corps from 1943 to 1945 and the 
United States Air Force from 1948 to 1953. 

Mr. Eberle is married to the former Jane Sudderth. 
They reside in the District of Columbia. 


Egyptian—Israeli Agreement 


The President’s Letter to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives Urging Congressional Approval of 
U.S. Participation in an Early Warning System. 
Dated September 29, 1975. Released 

September 30, 1975 


Dear Mr. Speaker: 

I am writing to emphasize the importance of a Congres- 
sional decision in the coming week on U.S. participation 
in the Early Warning System which is an integral part of 
the Agreement signed between the Governments of Egypt 
and Israel on September 4 in Geneva. 

Over the past two years, our Government has played 
an essential role in helping defuse the tensions in the 
Middle East. We have chosen this course because we 
recognized, as has every American Administration over 
the past 30 years, that the issues involved in that troubled 
area are central to the American national interest. 

The September 4 agreement, like the two preceding 
disengagement agreements, was negotiated with the as- 
sistance of the United States. The parties themselves have 
described it as a significant step towards peace in the 
Middle East. It will reduce the risks of war, create new 
opportunities for negotiating peace, and help provide a 
stable environment in which global economic dislocations 
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can be avoided. This Agreement is in the overall national 
interest of the United States. 

There would have been no Agreement without pro- 
vision for American participation in the Early Warning 
System. That System is designed to reduce the danger 
of surprise attack, and the parties to the Agreement were 
able to agree to entrust the System only to the United 
States. The special American role was the only one in 
which both sides had adequate confidence. 

I want to be certain that the leaders of the Congress 
fully understand the consequences of further delay in act- 
ing on this important matter. 

The first step in the implementation of the basic Agree- 
ment under the timetable negotiated and agreed to by 
Egypt and Israel in Geneva on September 22 is scheduled 
to be taken October 5. This process will not begin, how- 
ever, until the Congress has acted on the proposed United 
States role in the Early Warning System. Delay in Con- 
gressional action will, therefore, delay implementation of 
the basic Agreement. It will risk causing the lengthy and 
difficult negotiations on the entire five-month implement- 
ing timetable to be reopened. It will prevent a lessening of 
the risks of war. If for any reason the agreement should 
fail, the responsibility would be heavy indeed. 

The issue before the Congress now is whether the Con- 
gress will approve acceptance by the United States of the 
role that has been proposed for it. There are other issues 
which the Congress must eventually consider in connec- 
tion with our continuing relations, policies, and programs 
in the Middle East—particularly our programs of military 
and economic assistance there. The Congress will want to 
consider those carefully at the appropriate time, but they 
are not integral to the implementation of the Agreement 
between Egypt and Israel. Voting in favor of the US. role 
in the Early Warning System will not commit anyone to 
take a position one way or another on these issues. 

In summary, I met with the leadership three weeks ago 
to describe what was involved in the new Agreement be- 
tween Egypt and Israel and to request urgent approval of 
U.S. participation in its implementation. This question 
has been under intensive discussion in the Congress for 
nearly three weeks. All relevant papers and all U.S. com- 
mitments related to the Agreement have been submitted 
to the appropriate committees of the Congress. If action 
is not completed in the coming week, the United States 
will be in the position of holding up implementation of an 
Agreement which two key Middle Eastern countries have 
signed as a significant step towards peace. The Middle 
East is an area where American policy has long had broad 
bipartisan support. The issue presently before the Con- 
gress offers an opportunity to reaffirm that tradition and 
to demonstrate how the Executive and Legislative 
branches can work together on a foreign policy matter of 
high importance to the national interest and for the ben- 
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efit of world peace. I, therefore, urge strongly that action 
be completed as early as possible and no later than Friday, 
October 3. 
Sincerely, 
GERALD R. Forp 


[The Honorable, The Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 20515] 


NOTE: Identical letters were also sent to Representatives William §. 
Broomfield, Thomas E. Morgan, and John J. Rhodes and to Sena- 
tors Clifford P. Case, Mike Mansfield, Hugh Scott, and John J. 
Sparkman. 

The text of the letter was made available by the White House 
Press Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press 
release. 


Chicago, Illinois 


The President’s Remarks at a Republican Fundraising 
Dinner. September 30, 1975 


My former colleagues in the Congress, Chuck Percy, John 
Michel, John Anderson, Robert McClory, George 
O’Brien; Bill Scott, your fine State official; Don Adams, 
Jerry Millbank, from the National Finance Committee; 
Harold Smith, my good friends, Les Arends and Margue- 
rite Church, and, of course, my good friend and great 
helpmate, Dick Ogilvy, distinguished guests, ladies and 
gentlemen: : 

This has turned out to be a rather unusual evening for 
me tonight. One of your newspapers suggested very 
strongly that I not come to Chicago, and Mayor Daley 
suggested very strongly that I do come to Chicago. I hope 
you good Republicans don’t mind if on this occasion I 
come down on the side of Mayor Daley. [Laughter] 

In the short time that I have been here this evening, I 
can assure you from the very bottom of my heart that I am 
especially pleased to be in Illinois when the outlook for the 
Republican Party in Illinois is so very bright. 

I have had the opportunity of meeting and talking with 
many, many of those who are becoming or hope to become 
a part of your State ticket, and obviously it is going to be a 
very strong State ticket in 1976. You have excellent candi- 
dates for local and State offices, and I certainly get the 
impression that we will have some good, strong, new can- 
didates for the Congress. 

But what pleases me the most is the fact that I find a 
tremendous enthusiasm among your State leaders, and so 
I come to this great State with a new sense that in the 
heartland of the Middle West—literally the heartland of 
our country—in Illinois we have good reason to be enthu- 
siastic, and I urge you to multiply your efforts between 
now and November 2, 1976. 

Let us remember just this: As Republicans we have one 
powerful resource which our Democratic friends lack. 
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The majority of Americans—Republicans, Independents, 
and discerning Democrats—believe in the same basic 
principles that we do, and, therefore, I think we can go on 
a tremendous sales campaign between now and 13 months 
from now. 

And the net result will be success for these kinds of 
principles. These individuals who cut across the political 
spectrum want fiscal sanity restored to our National Gov- 
ernment. They want the free enterprise system freed from 
the shackles of over-regulation. We all know it is over- 
regulated. 

This tremendous part of the political spectrum want a 
strong national defense which they know is the best assur- 
ance of peace in the months and years ahead. And then 
they want local people to handle local problems because 
those people know the solutions as well as the problems the 
best. 

But almost more important than anything—strong 
national defense, the free enterprise system, local con- 
trol—literally millions and millions of Americans want to 
preserve and want to expand the dignity and the freedom 
of the individual that is basic to the progress and the 
liberty that we so cherish in America. 

You know the French have been saying—or they have 
a saying that the more things change the more they are 
the same. The platform adopted by the Republican Na- 
tional Convention in 1860, held right here in Chicago, 
attacked in these words, and I quote, “The reckless ex- 
travagance which pervades every department of the Fed- 
eral Government.” 

It commended at this great convention the private 
enterprise system, advocated local control over local af- 
fairs, and stressed individual freedom as basic to the pres- 
ervation of our republican institutions. 

And I stand here tonight proud to advocate these prin- 
ciples on which Abraham Lincoln campaigned in 1860. 
And I invite everybody in 1975 and 1976 who believes in 
them to join us in the Republican Party and to fight for 
them in the months ahead. 

This is one of the most important off-year political eras 
in the history of the Republican Party. This is the year we 
must organize to elect Republicans at every level—Fed- 
eral, State, and local—next year. And I, having gone 
through 13 political campaigns in my State, know that 
party organizations will play a very vital role in Illinois, in 
Michigan, and 48 other States. 

Through such projects as Task Force 1975-1976, 
which was headed by Bill Duvall, inspired by Chuck Percy, 
you are laying the foundation for the victories of 1976, 
victories which will mean so much to so many after that 
historic election. Successful registration drives this fall in 
every section of this State and across the country are ab- 
solutely essential. 

I know it is hard work. I know it is drudgery. I know 
it seems not very exciting. But we must find party workers 


from new elements in our society. We must identify our 
strengths, our weaknesses, and be frank where we must 
improve. We must fine tune our party’s organizations for 
the campaign ahead. We must demonstrate that our party 
is determined to select and elect the best possible candi- 
dates at the local, the State, and the national level. 

And we must be cognizant that no candidate who can 
be a part of the implementation of the philosophy in which 
we believe can be successful over the years and even in 
this next election if we don’t have a responsible, effective 
party organization. 

Not many people realize that in 1976 we are going to 
be operating under a new Federal campaign law which 
just by the language and its interpretation we will require 
a stronger working relationship between party organiza- 
tion and candidates. The ability of Republicans to win 
elections at every level will depend on the success of our 
registration drive and our determination to literally go 
from door to door asking people who may not have voted 
before, who may have voted differently, who may be dis- 
gruntled, who may be unhappy, to join us in what I hon- 
estly think could be a great crusade for the next 13 
months. 

We have to find a party organization—and you ob- 
viously have it in Illinois—and we must depend upon 
good financing. And this dinner tonight is the best example 
of that kind of participation. Whether it is in the orga- 
nization or in the funding, our results will depend upon 
what you can do and have done and will do. 

Since taking office as President some 13 months ago, I 
have gone to 38 States to let people know what this Ad- 
ministration is trying to do in Washington; more impor- 
tantly, to learn what our fellow Americans want us to 
do. This includes the broadest possible spectrum. Before 
the end of the year, I hope and expect to visit the remain- 
der of our States. 

Now, obviously I can’t discuss in the time allotted all 
of the issues and all of the problems that I hear from 
people as I travel. I can’t try to analyze and give you what 
we think are the right answers to the problems, both at 
home and abroad. 

So, if I might, let me concentrate on several that are 
very pertinent, are very important to us right now. It has 
some significance here in the great State of Illinois. 

I speak at this point concerning agriculture, farm prices. 
We recognize that agriculture is a great industry. It par- 
ticipates very significantly in making our economy strong 
or weak. Of course, we feel a great debt of gratitude in this 
country to the 6 percent of our people who produce so 
much food and so much fiber for all of us and literally 
millions around the world. 

Last year, just about this time, the American farmers 
responded to my call for full production, literally from one 
fence to another, and every plot of ground that they could 
find—full production. 
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This year, they have harvested a record wheat crop, and 
they expect a record corn crop by the end of the harvest 
year. 

Obviously, American farmers want—and they have 
every good reason to expect—to sell all they produce, 
either at home or abroad. And I intend to see to it that 
they do—in a free market and at fair prices. 

Profitable and steady grain trading relations have been 
built with buyers in Europe, Japan, and elsewhere, and 
we can count in advance on regular and significant pur- 
chases by those foreign customers. 

There is a new element. With the Soviet Union a rela- 
tively new customer, we do not yet—and I underline yet— 
have that-assurance—soviet grain purchases have fluctu- 
ated greatly in the last 5 years. And let me illustrate the 
peaks and valleys that we have had in this relationship. 

In 1971-1972, the Russians bought 182 million bushels 
of grain from the United States. In 1972 and 1973, the 
figure soared to 524 million bushels. In 1973-74, it 
dropped to 252 million bushels, and then fell sharply, 
precipitously to 74 million bushels in 1974 and 1975. 
During this crop year, the Russians have already bought 
399 million bushels and are anxious to buy much more. 

Now, these wide fluctuations disrupt our markets and 
make it much more difficult for our farmers to plan prop- 
erly. Furthermore, these peaks and valleys, these wide 
fluctuations, have an undesirable impact on our overall 
economy. 

To achieve a better result for the farmer, the consumer, 
yes, our economy as a whole, I am giving, personally, pri- 
ority attention to an agreement with the Soviet Union that 
will put agricultural trade on a far more certain and a 
far more predictable basis—an agreement along the lines 
of the one which we are now concluding with Poland to 
assure grain sales over the next 5 years at levels consider- 
ably higher than in the past and with far less deviations 
and fluctuations. 

I am confident that in a relatively short period of time 
we will reach an agreement with the Soviet Union to facili- 
tate the sale of this year’s bumper crop with firm assur- 
ances of similar sales of considerable magnitude in future 

ears. 
: This, in my judgment, will meet all of our needs at home 
and keep food prices at a fair and reasonable level, but 
more importantly, it will give to us as a nation the oppor- 
tunity to use our great resource—agriculture—for human- 
itarian purposes, for other national interests. 

It is something that can be used effectively and benefi- 
cially for all of us, and for that we should thank every 
farmer who has produced and produced and produced. 

Let me speak for a moment, if I might, about the status 
of our economy. Tonight, I can tell you this with firm con- 
viction, without any hesitancy or reservation: The reces- 
sion that we have gone through—and it has been tough— 
unemployment much too high, inflation much too great— 
this trend that started in the late fall of 1974 and was 


accentuated by serious problems in the early spring of 
1975, this trend has been reversed. Virtually every indi- 
cator that is valid and reliable, significant, gives us the 
encouraging news. We are getting some good news also 
from the supermarkets and even our retail stores through- 
out the country. 

Let me take you back, if I might, just a moment, to a 
year ago, September 1974. The cost of living at that time 
was rising at an annual rate—almost unbelievable—of 15 
percent. For all of last year, 1974, the rate rose by more 
than 12 percent, yet the figures just in for August, just a 
week or so ago, show the cost of living just two-tenths of 
one percent by any standard and, particularly compared 
to 1974, that is encouraging news. 

But let me assure you this bit of information doesn’t 
mean that the battle against inflation has been won—far, 
far from it. We must continue to apply restraint, partic- 
ularly on inflationary spending by the Democratic con- 
trolled Congress. With the Republicans outnumbered in 
the Congress better than two to one, my Presidential veto 
is often the only weapon available to defend fiscal respon- 
sibility against the assaults of the big spenders. And if I 
might interject a personal note of appreciation, I had the 
privilege of serving in the Congress with the Members of 
the House and Senate who are here. It was a great experi- 
ence. I loved every minute of it, primarily because I en- 
joyed the association with the people who are here 
representing you from Illinois. 

You in this great State have one of the most outstand- 
ing delegations of any State in the Union. They were 
strong in their support for me when I was privileged to be 
the minority leader, and, believe me, they have been 
staunch and steadfast and discerning and articulate since 
I have been President. 

And I can’t thank them enough on your behalf, on 
behalf of our fellow Americans. But I want to express to 
them my deep gratitude for their great cooperation and 
the wonderful job they are doing. I thank you all very, 
very much. 

I would be remiss if I didn’t express the same feelings, 
even though they are not there, for Marguerite Church 
and Les Arends. I indicated just a moment ago that these 
were the kinds of people who were the bulwark against 
the inflationary policies of big spending in the House as 
weli as in the Senate, controlled, as I indicated, by better 
than two to one by the opposition. Under these circum- 
stances, the veto must be used, will be used, and ought to 
be used to maintain America’s Federal fiscal integrity. 

Let me emphasize this, if I might. The exercise of a 
Presidential veto is a positive action, as the framers of our 
Constitution intended it to be. For one thing, the legisla- 
tion I vetoed so far will save the taxpayers between now 
and the end of calendar 1976 more than $6 billion. I hap- 
pen to think that is a fairly positive result. 

Furthermore, when these vetoes were sustained—and 
most of them were—the Democratic majority was forced 
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to come back with reasonable legislation which Repub- 
licans in good conscience could support in the House as 
well as in the Senate. 

And that is positive action, because you start with a bill 
that calls for too much spending and it is vetoed and the 
veto is sustained, and then, after the Congress has had a 
little time to reconsider, it decides that a more reasonable 
figure makes far more sense. 

For whether it is in some other legislative area, our 
forefathers, when they drafted the Constitution, decided 
that a President ought to have the power under the Con- 
stitution to make the Congress take a little more time to 
think. And the net result this year has been constructive 
and positive. 

Now, let me say this: The utilization of the veto is not 
a long-term answer. The long-term answer is for Repub- 
licans in Illinois and in every State to elect more Repub- 
licans to the House as well as to the Senate. I would rather 
be in the position of advocating affirmative legislation to 
help us deregulate business and individuals, to get the 
Federal Government off your back. And the only way you 
are going to get that is a Republican Congress. 

I don’t have to repeat the admonition and the urging 
that I gave you earlier, that we need more locally elected, 
sound, responsible Republican officials, or statewide, or 
federally. You can do it by hard work, by organization, by 
concentrating our resources in defeating those Democrats 
whose philosophical views are totally contrary. 

I think we should emphasize our differences with the 
opposition rather than discrediting other Republicans. 
Let’s start winning elections rather than winning 
arguments. 

You know I have read a lot of columns and articles 
lately about the future of the Republican Party, and many 
of them, you might say, gleefully pessimistic. They cite 
the dwindling percentages of voters registered by both ma- 
jor parties and the increasing number of Americans who 
prefer to call themselves Independents. They conclude 
that the two-party system is just about dead. And I don’t 
believe that. I think it has worked so well in America. We 
darn well better preserve it for the good of the country. 

For my part, I believe our Republican Party will 
bounce back dramatically in 1976 as we did in 1966. And 
some of the Members here, or former Members, know 
how tough it was January of 1965, how, by hard work, 
organization, good financing, we came back and made 
tremendous gains in the House as well as the Senate 2 
years later. I say this not because we possess any monopoly 
of political wisdom and virtue, but because we are moving 
to meet the deeply held desires of the American people. 

For fiscal responsibility in government, for firm but 
restrained leadership in foreign policy, for domestic tran- 
quillity at home, for freedom in personal decisionmaking, 


for practical common sense solutions to long-range prob- 
lems facing us across the spectrum, the American people 
are not only good people, the American people are very 
smart people. 

Neither the Republican Party nor any other party can 
repeatedly sell them a bad bill of goods. They won’t buy 
it. They may be fooled once, but they will learn. If they 
get the simple truth and the plain facts, they will make 
the right decisions. 

I think we can say that regardless of where we go in 
the city of Chicago, or in the suburbs, or in downstate 
Illinois, or in my State of Michigan and Detroit or the 
Upper Peninsula, or elsewhere, the American people won’t 
buy political doubletalk forever. 

Now, I have been traveling around this great country 
trying to talk straight to the American people. I have 
also done a great deal of listening. If I were an orator, 
perhaps I could say more eloquently what I foresee for 
America. If I were a poet, perhaps I could sum up more 
movingly what I hear. Being what I am, I can only say 
that two-way communication with my friends and fellow 
Americans is, for me, an essential part of doing my job 
properly. 

I intend to keep my communications open, not in any 
foolhardy spirit, but by every prudent and practical means. 
I have complete faith in the good will and good sense of 
America and in the ability of our competitive political 
system to produce responsive and responsible leadership 
for our country’s future. 

That future will be far brighter than our past if we 
all pitch in and if we all work at it. I know that Illinois, 
with your leadership, will set the pace. 

Thank you very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 8:20 p.m. at the Conrad Hilton 
Hotel. 


Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Marjorie 
Ward Lynch To Be Under Secretary. October 1, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nom- 
inate Marjorie Ward Lynch, of Yakima, Wash., to be 
Under Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare. She 
will succeed Frank Carlucci, who resigned effective 
December 31, 1974, to become Ambassador to Portugal. 

Since December 1974, Mrs. Lynch has been serving 
as Deputy Administrator of the American Revolution 
Bicentennial Administration. From October 1973 until 
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December 1974, she was Associate Director for Domestic 
and Anti-Poverty Operations at ACTION, after having 
served as Regional Director of Region X for ACTION 
from December 1971 to June 1973. She was appointed 
to the Washington State Legislature in 1961 and was 
elected to the State Legislature in 1962, serving until 1970. 

Mrs. Lynch was born on November 11, 1920, in Lon- 
don, England, and became an American citizen in 1948. 
She was educated in both private and public schools in 
England. 

Mrs. Lynch has three daughters and resides in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


NOTE: The announcement was released at Skokie, II. 


Disaster Assistance for Michigan 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following Rain 


Storms, High Winds, and Flooding. October 1, 1975 


The President has declared a major disaster for the 
State of Michigan as a result of severe rain storms, high 
winds, and flooding, beginning about August 21, which 
caused extensive public, private, and agricultural property 
damage. The President’s action will permit the use of Fed- 
eral funds in relief and recovery efforts in designated areas 
of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the storms, debris removal, and the 
repair or restoration of damaged or destroyed streets, 
roads, bridges, and public facilities and utilities. Low- 
interest-rate disaster loans will be made available by the 
Small Business Administration, and emergency loan as- 
sistance will be made available by the Farmers Home 
Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Michigan will be coordinated 
by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development, under the 
direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. Dunne 
will designate the specific areas within the State eligible 
for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and State dam- 
age assessments. 

Mr. Robert E. Connor, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region V, 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


NOTE: The announcement was released at Skokie, III. 


Omaha, Nebraska 


The President’s Remarks Upon Arrival at Offutt Air 
Force Base. October 1, 1975 


General Dougherty and all of the wonderful military and 
civilian personnel here at Offutt: 

First, let me thank you all for coming out and giving 
me such a warm and wonderful welcome. For that, I 
thank you very, very much. It has been my good fortune 
to come to Offutt on a number of occasions in the past, 
and I am, of course, delighted to be here on this occasion 
today. 

But the more important thing, as far as I am concerned, 
is that I and 214 million other Americans appreciate and 
recognize the important function, the great responsibility 
that all of you have as a part of our Strategic Air Com- 
mand. We are deeply grateful for the alert professionalism 
that SAC performs and, of course, your headquarters here 
is the heart of this great organization. 

I commend you and compliment you for this superb 
work that you do to ensure the peace and maintain our 
national security. 

Of course, it is good to be in Nebraska. This is where I 
was born. So, I have a special affinity and a very personal 
relationship with Nebraska. Nebraska is the heartland of 
our country, just as SAC is the heart of our strategic 
defense. 

So, it is nice to be with all of you. I wish I could shake 
hands with each and every one of you and give to you in- 
dividually my best wishes for a good day and a very happy 
life. 

Thank you very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 1:32 p.m. 


Omaha, Nebraska 


The President’s Interview With Local Reporters. 
October 1, 1975 


GralINn SALES 


Q. Mr. President, I have been talking with some grain 
farmers who are very upset because your Administration 
has urged full production, your Secretary of Agriculture 
talks about a free market, and yet, when push comes to 
shove, they feel that they are being blocked by the grain 
embargo. 

Tue Preswent. We have to look at that problem in 
the long range and still be very cognizant of the short-term 
difficulties. What we want are stable, substantial markets 
abroad. We have one with Japan. We are in the process 


Volume 11—Number 40 





— a = = 





erb 
our 


rel 
nal 
| of 
gic 


ake 


py 


in 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1975 1091 


of negotiating one with Poland. We have others that are 
in being with European countries. 

But the big potential market on a long-range basis for 
substantial annual sales is with the Soviet Union, and we 
are very close. I believe that we will end up with at least 
a 5-year program that will mean firm, sizable sales—5 
million tons or more per year—with a possibility of more 
sales, and all at free market prices in the marketplace in 
the United States. 

The problem in the past has been in the last 5 years. 
One year we sold to the Soviet Union 74 million bushels 
of grain. Another year we sold 550 million bushels. This 
year, so far, we have sold 320 million bushels. 

These wide fluctuations, peaks and valleys—they aren’t 
good for the farmer. They aren’t good for the country. So, 
we are trying to stabilize a huge market on a firm basis 
over a period of time. And if my good farmer friends will 
just be a little patient, I think we will do something they 
will be very happy with. 


Tax Cut ExTENSION 


Q. Mr. President, John Dunlop says he now favors ex- 
tending the tax cut. What will you recommend, and are 
you prepared to at this time? 

Tue Preswent. We are in the process right now of 
finalizing my recommendation in that area. I cannot on 
this program tell you what the decision is, but we are 
trying to coordinate a potential tax reduction program 
with a rigid restriction on expenditures. 

I think this combination, if we can come up with the 
right formula, will give our taxpayers a greater opportu- 
nity to spend their own money and will cut down Federal 
expenditures so that we will have a better fiscal situation 
for the Federal Government. 

Now, that is one possibility, and hopefully within the 
next week or so I will be in a position to submit a specific 
recommendation to the Congress. 

Q. To follow up, how does Alan Greenspan feel about 
that at this time? 

Tue Presment. I don’t think I ought to reveal his 
recommendation to me. Until we finalize this whole pack- 
age and the timing of it, I don’t think I should indicate 
how any one of my advisers do feel. 

John Dunlop, of course, as Secretary of Labor, was 
in a position to publicly state his view because he is Chair- 
man of our Labor Management Advisory Committee, 
and that committee, under his leadership, did recommend 
that these tax reductions that were put into law earlier 
this year should be extended. So, that is why he was in a 
position to indicate his personal view. 


THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 


Q. Mr. President, on the grain deal, you indicate that 
if the farmers will be patient, that they will be happy. They 
have, to a great degree, been patient with Secretary of 


Agriculture Butz, and they have been calling for him be- 
ing taken out as Secretary and many times saying he 
might be, and there has even been talk of former Nebras- 
kan Clayton Yeutter being put into that office. Can you 
give us any indication of whether there is any offing in the 
future of replacing the Secretary, and could you also tell 
us the value of the Secretary in that position? 

Tue Present. First, let me indicate that I selected 
Clayton Yeutter, who I think is an outstanding individual, 
to be one of our top people in our foreign trade negotia- 
tions. I think that is an indication of my great feeling for 
Clayton Yeutter. 

I happen to believe that Earl Butz has done an excellent 
job of defending the interests of agriculture across the 
board. He has been a great exponent of the free market- 
place. He has fought Government restrictions so that 
farmers can run their farms as they see fit. 

I think Earl Butz has done a fine job, and I have asked 
him to stay, and he has agreed to stay until the end of this 
term. I think most farmers support him. I fully back 
him. 


CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


Q. Mr. President, recent disclosures about the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency seemed to have weakened our 
entire intelligence gathering and interpreting apparatus. 
As a result, it weakened our defense posture. If this is true, 
what is being done to shore up our intelligence and our 
defense? 

Tue Presivent. I am disturbed about the actions that 
are being taken by some to expose some of the past opera- 
tions of the Central Intelligence Agency and our intelli- 
gence gathering capability generally. 

On the other hand, I think the Congress has a respon- 
sibility in a proper way to investigate the intelligence 
communities of the Federal Government. I have been dis- 
appointed in some respects. 

On the other hand, you may have heard that this morn- 
ing I came to an agreement with Chairman Pike on a 
method by which we can handle declassified material. 
The vote was 10 to 3 in that committee, which shows 
we are working together to handle these delicate matters 
together, in a proper way. 

In the meantime, or prior to that, I appointed the 
Rockefeller Commission that investigated the allegations 
of improper domestic spying by the Central Intelligence 
Agency. They made some recommendations to me. The 
Murphy Commission did the same. 

The net result is some time in the very near future I 
will make specific recommendations to improve the inter- 
nal workings of the Central Intelligence Agency and the 
other intelligence groups, and they will not only be admin- 
istrative but legislative proposals. 

In that way, I think we can restore confidence in the 
public for the DIA [Defense Intelligence Agency] and 
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at the same time lift the morale of the CIA, which un- 
fortunately has suffered in the last few months. 

Under no circumstances—and I want to be very clear 
on this—will I permit the dismantling or the destruction 
of an intelligence agency or community because that does 
involve our national security. 


Foop Po.icy 


Q. Mr. President, do you believe that the United States 
should ever consider a position of using food as a weapon 
or at least as a bargaining agent against the oil cartel 
countries in order to lessen this Nation’s dependence on 
those countries? : 

Tue PreswenrT. I wouldn’t put it that way. I think 
the great agricultural productivity of this country can be 
used affirmatively, one, for humanitarian purposes, and 
if my recollection is accurate, we, over the past 10 years, 
provided some $20 billion of P.L. 480 to help many 
nations in a humane way. 

In addition, we can use discretely and properly our 
surpluses for other reasons—and I don’t want to expand 
for other reasons—but it is better to put it that way than 
to come out and say, yes, we are going to do it as a hard- 
line bargaining principle. We can use it effectively, and 
we have and will. 


SECRETARY Butz AND GRAIN NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, you voiced your support for Secre- 
tary Butz and pointed to his support among the farm 
community. There has been some concern in connection 
with that that the Secretary has not been sufficiently 
involved in these grain negotiations as compared to State 
Department people. What input does Secretary Butz 
have? 

THE Present. We have a grain subcommittee of the 
Economic Policy Board, and on at least three occasions 
where I have attended those meetings, Secretary Butz has 
been present, and I have had several meetings with him 
personally. 

I can assure you that Secretary Butz is an affirmative 
spokesman for agriculture in these areas. On the other 
hand, he does recognize that we have to look at it in the 
long range, and I am sure that when the results of these 
negotiations are published, Secretary Butz’ part in it will 
be a big plus for agriculture as well as for the department. 

Q. As a follow-up on that, if I may, a large grain ex- 
porter in the upper Midwest contended that a mid-Octo- 
ber lifting of the moratorium on the grain shipments will 
come too late, that the Russians will have gone elsewhere. 
Is this being taken into consideration in your planning? 

THE PRESIDENT. It certainly is. We keep a daily check 
on world grain supplies. And from our point of view, 
fortunately, we are about the only grain supplier left in 
the world. And if anybody really wants to buy sizable 
amounts of grain in the future in 1975, they will have to 
come to the United States. 
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PRESIDENTIAL VISITS TO OMAHA 


Q. Mr. President, I am told 100 years ago today Pres- 
ident Grant visited Omaha. I don’t have a question re- 
lated to that, but I thought you might like to know that. 

THE Preswent. That is interesting. And as you all 
know, I was born in Omaha—not quite 100 years ago. 
[Laughter] 


ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AUTHORITY 


Q. My question is this: You have adopted Vice Presi- 
dent Rockefeller’s plan for an Energy Independence Au- 
thority, which involves about $100 billion over a 10-year 
period. This is a mammoth Federal intervention in the 
capital marketplace, which is the exact opposite, really, 
of what you have always said—as a Government policy, 
you wanted hands off. Does this mean you have given 
up on the idea the oil companies can come up with alter- 
nate sources if you decontrol oil prices? 

Tue Preswent. That authority is primarily for the 
purpose of undertaking the financing of the synthetic fuel 
programs which are new, where there could be some fail- 
ures, where there is a certain degree of uncertainty as to 
whether they will be productive, whether they will be 
financially responsible. You have to have, in my opinion, 
this kind of authority to get those synthetic fuel programs 
underway. 

And there are some other areas in addition to synthetic 
fuels, but it is basically an instrument like the RFC back 
in the 1930’s and 1940’s—for example, the synthetic rub- 
ber program which was financed by RFC. This is not an 
attempt to take over the private financing of ordinary and 
regular programs and projects, but it does aim at helping 
us exploit breakthroughs in the scientific world so that 
synthetic fuels can be more readily made available to the 
public. 

Q. I don’t think anybody would disagree with that 
goal, but my question was more to the point of, won’t this 
really create another huge bureaucracy, whereas your 
whole thrust has been to shrink the bureaucracy? 

Tue Preswent. This is an exception. But if you re- 
call my State of the Union Message, I said I would advo- 
cate no new programs except those related to energy. This 
falls within that exception. 


EGyYPTIAN-ISRAELI AGREEMENT 


Q. Mr. President, you have been urging the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee to report out on the Sinai agree- 
ments by Friday. What is the rush? Is Sadat beginning to 
waiver? 

Tue Present. The problem there is that the two 
parties—Israel and Egypt—had agreed by, I think, early 
next week to sign the necessary documents and start the 
implementation of the withdrawal and the change of 
lines and so forth. Israel has said that it won’t start the 
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implementation until the Congress approves the utilization 
of up to 200 American technicians. 

So, we want it through by the time of the signing so 
that Israel and Egypt will both sign. Egypt has already 
signed, but Israel has this reservation. So, time is of the 
essence, so we can get both of those parties to move to- 
ward the actual implementation. 


NucLear Power 


Q. You have said you would like to see the orderly de- 
velopments of nuclear power, and this would certainly be 
a help in gaining our independence as far as energy is 
concerned. Right now, going toward nuclear power looks 
anything but orderly. What do you see in the future so 
we can look at it as a hopeful sign? 

THE Present. We have had too many cancellations 
of plants of nuclear power in the past few months—very 
few for safety reasons, most of them for financing reasons. 
We expect there will be a resurgence of these projects in 
the months ahead. In the meantime, of course, we are 
spending vast amounts of money in the Federal Govern- 
ment to make even more certain the safety of nuclear 
powerplants. 

It is interesting to point out, however, of all of the nu- 
clear powerplants in operation today in the United States, 
there has never been one fatality—not one. But that 
doesn’t mean we shouldn’t continue to find safer and bet- 
ter ways for the development of nuclear power. And I am 
optimistic as we try to make ourselves less vulnerable to 
foreign oil cartels, that nuclear powerplants will come on 
the line in greater numbers. 


URANIUM ENRICHMENT PROGRAM 


Q. They are starting to question what the amount of 
uranium is at this point. While we are talking about mil- 
lions and millions going into these plants, there is no ques- 
tion there is a shortage already. 

Tue Preswent. I have recommended to the Congress 
what we call a Uranium Enrichment Program that will 
take care of that contingency. That problem will not arise 
for 4 or 5 years—through either diffusion process—so, we 
can take care of that difficulty when it arises in 5 years or 
thereabouts. 


STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION 


Q. Mr. President, your airplane landed today just a 
short distance from the Strategic Air Command. Fifteen 
years aga, this country’s strategic superiority stood unchal- 
lenged in the world. Today, instead of superiority we talk 
of equivalency. There has been a slide on our side at the 
same time the U.S.S.R. has become more and more pow- 
erful and is continuing to do so. Do you expect to see the 
trend stopped and perhaps reversed? 

Tue Present. Either through the Vladivostok agree- 
ment, where we set the 2,400 limit on launchers and 1,320 


limit on MIRVing, either through that process, setting 
a cap which will provide equivalency, or through us main- 
taining our program to meet the challenge of the Soviet 
Union, we will maintain, I can assure you, as far as 
I am concerned, an adequate equivalency in strategic 
capability. 

I would prefer to do it through a SALT Two agree- 
ment if we can get one. That is fair to both sides and sets 
a cap. But if we can’t, I can assure you that I will recom- 
mend whatever the budget requirements are—adequate 
fundings for SAC operations and for all other related 
strategic programs. 


Tue B-1 BomsBer 


Q. Do you believe that the B—1 will continue at full 
speed in spite of the problems in Congress with the budget? 

Tue Present. I can’t guarantee what Congress is 
going to do. I can only doubly guarantee you what I will 
do. 

We are going to keep the B-1 program going to the 
maximum capability productionwise, trainingwise, de- 
ploymentwise. I get very upset when the Congress slows 
it down for one reason or another. I think it is wrong. But 
we are going to keep after them because it is vitally 
important. 

WELFARE PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, is your Administration proposing 
any new means to lessen the welfare redtape and expendi- 
tures in this country? 

Tue Preswent. Yes, we are, on an almost daily basis, 
trying to do it in HEW. I have my Domestic Council now 
working on a way to try and remedy some of the defects 
in the food stamp program—and there are many of them, 
not only cost, but bad management. 

In the meantime, we hope to—well, we are, we are not 
hoping—Vice President Rockefeller is going to have a 
series of meetings around the country where all people, 
those who want more or those who want less in the field 
of welfare, can come in and testify and make specific 
recommendations so we. will have the benefit of people 
at the local level. 

But, in the meantime, we are working—I mean literally 
working—to try and improve, cut down the mistakes and 
the cost of welfare so that we can get more deserved wel- 
fare to the people who ought to have it and cut out those 
that shouldn’t qualify. 


Tue Missinc in ACTION 


Q. It is my understanding, Mr. President, you will be 
meeting with Mrs. Caroline Stenderwick, a local repre- 
sentative of the MIA organization, before your departure 
from Omaha. The families of these missing men tell us 
they are seeking a more aggressive attitude from your 
Administration, especially from Secretary Kissinger, in 
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determining the fate of their husbands and fathers. Is 
there anything especially hopeful you will be able to tell 
Mrs. Stenderwick when you meet with her today? 

Tue Present. I have met at least once as President 
and once as Vice President with the representatives of the 
MIA. In addition, on several occasions, in other com- 
munities—Dallas, for example—I have met with either 
parents or widows of MIA’s. 

I can assure you that the Defense Department, the State 
Department, and myself have made every possible effort 
that we can to get the North Vietnamese to permit us to 
move in and check on the sites or the locations where we 
understand there is some possibility a crash might have 
occurred or a person might have escaped. 

But the North Vietnamese have totally violated the 
January 1973 accords by failing to permit us to carry out 
these investigations. The House of Representatives has just 
approved and appointed a committee to investigate the 
whole subject. We will give that committee, under Con- 
gressman Montgomery of Mississippi, our full coopera- 
tion, lay out in detail what we have done and what the 
problem is which, in this case, is North Vietnam. I can 
assure her, as I am saying here, that we have made and 
will continue to make a maximum effort in this regard. 


Tue ENercy Crisis 


Q. I was going to ask a very light question, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but now I am afraid to after that heavy answer. 
Some people feel that there is a lack of leadership or per- 
haps I should say a lack of inspirational leadership from 
the top in the energy crisis situation, and I will tell you 
what I mean by that. 

All of the accent seems to be put on how can we be- 
come independent of foreign sources, and obviously we 
have to do that, but shouldn’t more emphasis be put on 
conserving, because this is probably only the forerunner 
of a number of world shortages, and we don’t have any 
feeling of crisis about it. Do you really think, for instance, 
this country should continue to use 30 to 35 percent of 
the world’s energy? 

Tue Presment. We have always said the answer to 
the energy problem for the United States is, one, stimu- 
lation of new sources and conservation of the energy we 
have. Every document I have ever sent to the Congress, 
every statement I have ever made, emphasizes both new 
sources of energy and conservation of those that we have. 

In my energy program that I submitted in January of 
this year, we put a considerable amount of emphasis on 
conservation. The United States has squandered energy; 
we squander energy today. And we have to convince 
people they should drive less, they should use less energy 
in their homes, not quite as cool in the summer or hot in 
the winter. 

We have urged the automotive industry to build auto- 
mobiles that have a higher degree of efficiency. And I 


am glad to report—you may have seen—the new models, 
I think, increase the energy use or they will cut back on 
gasoline to an average of 13 percent. This is a response 
which is good. 

I couldn’t agree with you more, but you know it takes 
a crisis sometimes to get people to do what they should. 

Q. But we are really in a crisis, are we not? 

THE PreswENT. We certainly are. 

Q. Then what I was trying to find out is, don’t you 
really think a direct appeal to the people—I think people 
would sacrifice; I really do. 

Tue Presipent. We have tried it. We have made 
some headway, obviously, because the use of energy is 
down, whether it is gasoline, whether it is heating oil, 
whether it is any of the other sources of energy. 

But it is not enough, and I continue to urge it, and, 
of course, the increase of price by the OPEC nations ought 
to make people more conscious of our vulnerability and 
make Congress more responsive to passing a better—or 
any—legislation. 


PLans TO SEEK ELECTION IN 1976 


Q. Mr. President, in the wake of the recent attacks on 
your Jife—in some cases maybe an alleged attack on your 
life—has it caused you to take second thoughts or your 
family ask you to take second thoughts about running for 
reelection, and are there any conditions under which you 
would not seek reelection next year? 

The Preswenrt. I can foresee no circumstances that 
would preclude me from seeking election in 1976. My 
family fully supports my candidacy. They are enthusiastic 
about it. My wife thinks I ought to be a little more careful 
and cautious as I travel around the country, and she isn’t 
the only one, obviously. 

But we are using, I think, greater discretion and pru- 
dence, and, on the other hand, for me to sit in Washing- 
ton and just go through papers making decisions when 
I can do that and at the same time come to Omaha or to 
Chicago or to other places, I think it is important. 

The American people ought to have an opportunity to 
see firsthand or to listen more directly with their President, 
and we aren’t going to let unusual circumstances deter us 
from a responsible effort to travel in this country. 


CRIME 


Q. Many Presidents lately have made declarations con- 
cerning crime and the problems of crime and that some- 
thing has to be done about it. Certainly, this is an area 
you must have given a lot of thought to lately. If you 
could point out the biggest need you think needs to change 
today to help stop the pattern that crime has taken in the 
Nation, what would it be? 

Tue Presmenrt. I set that forth in a crime message to 
the Congress where I said, “Our concern to date ought 
to be for the victims of crime.” The crime message that I 
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sent to the Congress calls for mandatory sentences for 
those that participate in a crime of violence using a gun, 
and we have urged the courts to increase their confine- 
ment of convicted criminals. 

Too many criminals today, after they have been con- 
victed, are put off on probation. There ought to be a 
penalty for the committing of a crime, and that means 
confinement. Whether it is 6 months or some other term, 
I believe mandatory sentences are required in certain 
crimes. 

I believe the courts have to be firmer, and I think 
they—you know, it is unbelievable, but a very, very high 
percentage of crime today is done by a very limited num- 
ber of people, professional criminals, and they ought to 
be behind the bars. 


THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AND THE SECRETARY OF 
STATE 


Q. Mr. President, there has been—from time to time 
there have been reports of controversy between Dr. Schles- 
inger and Dr. Kissinger, the latest being the question of 
the Pershing missile for Israel. Is there indeed disharmony 
in your Cabinet in that regard and, if so, what are you 
doing about it? 

Tue Present. I don’t think there is any disharmony. 
On some occasions two very able people have some dis- 
agreements, but there is nothing that has seriously jeopard- 
ized the execution of our foreign policy or the carrying 
out of our national security program. 


In the case of the Pershing missile, the shopping list 
that was given to us by Israel was known to the Pentagon. 
There is no question about that. Whether Secretary 
Schlesinger saw it or not I can’t guarantee, but the Pen- 
tagon had that shopping list, no question about it. 

But that was only a minor incident, really. I have two 
fine Secretaries, and if there are any differences, I make 
the choice. And sometimes it is healthy to have a different 
viewpoint as long as somebody can make a decision. 


Q. On that note, we say thank you very much, Mr. 
President. 

THE PRESIDENT. It was a pleasure, and I appreciate it. 

Q. Thank you, sir. 


NoTE: The interview which was taped for broadcast that evening 
began at 2 p.m. in the Wyoming Room at the Omaha Hilton Hotel. 
Participants included Terry Forsberg of KMTV, Steve Murphy of 
WOW-TV, Joel Fowler of Nebraka PBS, Mary Jane O’Dell of 
Towa PBS, Sam Stewart of KETV, and Howard Silber of the 
Omaha World Herald. 


Veto of Legislation Amending 
Tobacco Price Supports 


The President’s Message to the House of 
Representatives Returning H.R. 9497 Without His 
Approval. Dated September 30, 1975. Released 
October 1, 1975 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without my approval, H.R. 9497, an 
Act “To amend the computation of the level of price sup- 
port for tobacco.” 

Although I am concerned about the hardships that 
many United States tobacco growers have encountered 
this year due to adverse weather conditions and lower- 
than-expected export markets, the long-range interests of 
the grower will be best served by a vigorous domestic 
tobacco industry which can compete successfully in inter- 
national markets. H.R. 9497 would be an obstacle in 
achieving this goal. In the face of slackening world de- 
mand for United States tobacco, higher prices would make 
our product less competitive, thus endangering the $1 bil- 
lion net trade surplus we now enjoy in this commodity. 

At a time when we are attempting to reduce inflation- 
ary pressures in the economy by holding down the size of 
federal deficits, H.R. 9497 would increase budget outlays 
during this fiscal year and the transition period by an 
estimated $157 million. 

In summary, I believe this bill would adversely affect 
our tobacco exports, lower farm income in the long run 
and increase federal spending at a critical time in our eco- 
nomic recovery. 

Geratp R. Forp 
The White House, 
September 30, 1975 


NOTE: The text of the message was released at Omaha, Nebr. 


White House Conference on Domestic 
and Economic Affairs 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Participants in the Conference in 
Omaha, Nebraska. October 1, 1975 


Tue PresipENT. Governor Exon, Senator Curtis, Senator 
Hruska, Mr. Kenefick, my old friend, President Woody 
Varner, members of the Cabinet, your good mayor, ladtes 
and gentlemen: 

It is a great privilege and a very high honor and a 
particular thrill to come back to the town where you were 
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born and meet with such friendly and warm receptions 
from all of you. 

I do have to admit I couldn’t help but notice that ad 
in this morning’s World Herald, the one that offered to 
trade eight tickets to this White House Conference for 
standing room at the Miami-Nebraska game tomorrow. 
[Laughter] If I had the time, I think I would make the 
switch myself. [Laughter] 

I am here today to listen and to learn. As a native of 
Omaha, it is good to be back. Although I left when I was 
extremely young—TI don’t really remember much about 
it—it is a privilege to be in Omaha. And I like what I see 
in 1975. 

I am particularly pleased to be in the heartland of the 
United States. And in this heartland of the United States, 
the American farmer has produced a miracle of abun- 
dance which is the envy of the rest of the world. 

Think of it. Less than 5 percent of our country’s popu- 
lation feeds the remaining 95 percent, with enough left 
over to significantly supplement the food needs of much 
of the rest of the world—the free world and that behind 
the Iron Curtain. 

Last year alone, the United States exported, as many 
of you know, nearly $22 billion worth of various agri- 
cultural commodities. Without these exports, our coun- 
try would have had a huge balance-of-payments deficit, 
our dollar would have been weakened abroad, and we 
would be paying far higher prices for all the imports that 
we get from many, many countries. 

The American farmer not only raises crops but the 
facts are he raises the overall standard of living of all 
Americans—214 million of us. 

Yet, the American farmer has too often been made the 
scapegoat of many of our economic problems. If the price 
of meat goes up, blame the farmer. If the price of milk 
goes up, blame the farmer. Well, you and I know the 
farmer is not to blame for the high prices we have today. 

Fortunately, we are making some substantial progress 
against the battle against inflation. The latest figure shows 
that the cost of living rose only two-tenths of 1 percent, 
the smallest monthly increase in more than 3 years. Con- 
trary to the finger pointing at our farmers, food prices 
held relatively stable. The small rise was accounted for 
by other commodities and other services. 

But let me emphasize this, if I might: The good news 
of one month does not mean that the battle against infla- 
tion has been won. It does mean we can and, more 
importantly, we will win this fight against inflation if 
we keep the pressure on. 

Let me assure you the victory will not be achieved at 
the expense of America’s farmers. Nor will farmers suffer 
on the international grain market from actions of my 
Administration. 

I know there has been some criticism by some for a 
temporary halt in grain sales to the Soviet Union. If I 
might, I would like to bring you up to date. 


Last year, in a visit to Lincoln, Nebraska, I urged 
farmers of this State, as well as farmers throughout the 
country, to plant full crops. I advocated a policy of agri- 
cultural production across the board, full production for 
the entire Nation. I am here to tell you that your crops 
will be sold—and at fair market prices. But just as 
important we must get the farmer off that roller coaster 
of up-and-down purchases which has been the Russian 
pattern for the last 5 years. 

The United States enjoys fruitful and relatively pre- 
dictable grain trading relations with Japan and many 
European countries. Farmers under those arrangements 
know approximately how much will be sold and can plan 
for it. Stable trade helps the farmer as well as the con- 
sumer. That is precisely why we are in the process of nego- 
tiating a long-term agreement involving agriculture with 
the Soviet Union, an agreement along the lines we are 
now concluding with Poland. We must and we will bring 
stability, predictability to the planning process of the 
American farmer. 

Let me illustrate: Soviet grain purchases from the 
United States have fluctuated considerably in the last 5 
years from a low of about 74 million bushels in one crop 
season to a high of 524 million bushels in another. 

So far this season, the Soviet Union has purchased 399 
million bushels, and I can say to you that Russian sales 
will be increased beyond that figure, and I think it will be 
a good figure. 

Under the agreements that we seek, fixed minimum 
grain purchases each season by the Soviets will be estab- 
lished for a 5-year period at the going market price. More 
importantly, these agreements will be in the long-term best 
interest of the farmer as well as the consumer. Having said 
that, let me turn to another subject. 

I am determined that our energy crisis in America will 
be solved in the long-term best interests of the farmer and 
of all Americans. The damaging effects of continued delay 
in achieving energy independence were dramatically head- 
lined just the other day when OPEC oil-producing cartel 
nations raised oil prices by 10 percent. The arbitrary and 
excessive OPEC price increases of 1973 and 1974 seri- 
ously depressed economic productivity and accelerated in- 
flation, not only here in the United States but throughout 
the world, in industrial nations as well as underdeveloped 
nations. The latest prices, the price increases announced 
over the last several days, will worsen inflation and hinder 
economic recovery on a worldwide basis. 

There is absolutely no economic justification for this 
latest price increase. It proves beyond any doubt whatso- 
ever that we as a nation must move quickly and we must 
chart our own energy program, and there has been too 
much delay already. 

Time after time, starting last January 14, I warned 
Members of Congress that the United States was becom- 
ing more and more and more vulnerable to the price 
increases imposed by other nations. I have appealed to 
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the Congress to approve my program or come up with its 
own program, to free America from dependence on for- 
eign oil suppliers. 

I offered to compromise again and again: and again. 
Two days ago I agreed once more to such a compromise, 
to the decontrol of domestic oil prices, by signing a bill 
extending for another 47 days, to November 15, the con- 
trol of domestic oil prices. And in that period of time, Con- 
gress can either arrive at either a sound and mutually 
acceptable plan for phased decontrol or, as an alternative, 
pass emergency legislation that I have recommended to 
cushion the immediate impact of decontrol on certain of 
our domestic aspects of the economy. 

If they won’t pass a phased decontrol program that is 
acceptable, then I propose that they move with speed as 
follows: I propose to assure adequate propane gas for 
millions of farmers and others living in rural areas and in 
mobile homes; I propose to protect heating oil and inde- 
pendent retail gasoline dealers from arbitrary curtail- 
ments and cutoff from suppliers; I propose to assure 
independent refiners of adequate crude oil supplies at 
reasonable prices; and I propose to protect the purchasing 
power of consumers through a consumer refund provision 
in a windfall profits tax on oil companies. 

The claim by some procrastinating Members of Con- 
gress that they are trying to hold down consumer prices, 
in my judgment, is just plain nonsense. Obviously, the 
Congress cannot hold oil prices established by OPEC 
down. That is beyond their control. Those prices are going 
up, and they produce or sell to us approximately 40 per- 
cent of our oil consumed in the United States. 

As I see it, the Congress is merely postponing very hard 
and unpleasant choices that must be made and is attempt- 
ing to blame high fuel prices on everybody but themselves. 
This is almost unbelievable. Since controls on domestic 
oil went into effect in 1971, our bill for imported oil has 
increased more than 700 percent. Yet a majority in the 
Congress does nothing to reverse our growing oil depend- 
ency and increasing vulnerability to the whims of foreign 
oil producers. 

American people should recognize—if the Congress will 
not—that the real issue over price controls on oil is not 
between cheap energy and expensive energy. There is 
no cheap energy any more. 

The real issue is twofold: first, whether we will achieve 
energy independence to provide us in the long run as a 
nation with the lowest possible competitive-priced energy ; 
and second, whether we will keep America’s wealth in 
America or send it overseas in ever-increasing amounts. 

In 1971 the United States paid out roughly $3 billion 
to foreign oil producers. In 1974, just 3 years later, this 
figure jumped to $25 billion—about $360 for every 
single American family. This could top $32 billion within 
the next 2 years if the Congress does not act. And it is esti- 
mated that the 10 percent increase that was announced a 
few days ago will add approximately $2 billion to the 


present outflow of American dollars to foreign oil pro- 
ducers. 

Now if this money was spent at home in the United 
States, this $25 billion would employ roughly one million 
American workers. It would obviously speed our eco- 
nomic growth. These are American jobs and American 
salaries that I am talking about. But that is what Ameri- 
can energy independence will achieve for this country. 
Letting the OPEC oil cartel dictate America’s economic 
growth is absurd. When the price of gasoline goes up at 
the pump, I want the American people to know exactly 
where the blame lies. Until Congress acts, there is nothing 
this country can do about arbitrary OPEC oil price in- 
creases, and there may still be another increase in 6 
months or thereabouts. 

So far, I have met with literally thousands of Ameri- 
cans at the various Presidential town meetings, meetings 
which have been characterized as functions to listen and 
to learn. They have been invaluable to me and to my 
associates. During today’s meetings you have covered a 
lot of issues in the good spirit of give-and-take and you 
have heard from a number of members of my Admin- 
istration. 


It is now my privilege to listen to you and seek to re- 
spond to your inquiries. And I understand the first ques- 
tion is to be asked by Mr. Kenefick. 


QUESTIONS 


REGULATORY REFORM 


Q. Mr. President, I am John Kennefick, representing 
the Omaha Chamber of Commerce. On a number of oc- 
casions you have indicated a desire to reduce the degree 
of Government involvement in the affairs of business, 
particularly small business. In light of the tendency of 
Government bureaucracy to perpetuate and enlarge it- 
self, what concrete steps can be taken to accomplish this 
regimen? 

Tue Presment. Mr. Kenefick, a number of things 
can be done. Every department and agency of the Fed- 
eral Government can survey its requirements that are 
imposed on business, on individuals, and seek to elim- 
inate the multitude of forms that require everybody in one 
form or another to fill out, and this goes to the people 
who have to fill out forms when they apply for welfare, to 
somebody who has to fill out a form for a direct Govern- 
ment loan. 

The head of the Office of Management and Budget 
estimated there are roughly 5,200 such applications or 
forms now required by various agencies. I told Jim Lynn 
that he has got to cut that down, and 12 months from 
now I want a report showing at least 300 to 400 less 
of those. 

Now, there are some other requirements. Various in- 
dependent agencies—the FCC, the CAB, the ICC, the 
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Federal Trade Commission—they are also on the backs 
of individuals and businesses. We have sought to work 
with them in conjunction with the Congress to get them 
to eliminate some of their outmoded, outdated regulatory 
requirements. I must admit, it is harder to achieve than 
what it appears to be. 

Let me give you an illustration of how ridiculous Gov- 
ernment regulations can become. I understand there is 
an individual who owns one of these large retail market- 
ing places. He was told by one Federal agency that he 
had to smooth out the surface that people walked on. 
The next agency came along—in this case, an occupa- 
tional safety and health organization—and said he had 
to make the surfaces rougher so people wouldn’t slip. 

Now, it is just ridiculous to have two agencies of the 
Federal Government telling the same person, the same 
organization, to do things differently. We are trying to 
straighten it out. The Congress has promised to help. I 
can assure you, we are going to keep the pressure on them. 

Woody Varner, a part-time Michigander. [Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President, I am a full-time Nebraskan now, I 
can assure you. [Laughter] 

Tue Preswent. A has-been Michigander. [ Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President, as you know, I am president of the 
University of Nebraska. Let me first, on behalf of the edu- 
cational community, tell you how pleased we are with 
your choice of David Mathews as Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. As president of the University 
of Alabama, he had a distinguished career, and we are 
satisfied he will bring those same great skills to your 
Administration in the service of this country. 

Let me add on a personal note this has been a very 
satisfying day for me because this is the first time since the 
Nebraska-Alabama football game in the Sugar Bow] that 
Dave Mathews has spoken to me. [Laughter] 

Tue PreswenT. He had a bad Tuesday after that first 
Monday. [Laughter] 

Q. I understand the timing of his resignation at the 
University had something to do with that Missouri foot- 
ball game. [Laughter] 


CREATION OF A DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Mr. President, I think all of us are impressed with your 
response to John Kenefick’s question about helping in the 
regulatory end of the business community. We have simi- 
lar problems in the educational community. We did a sur- 
vey at our institution a few days ago and were shocked to 
discover that by what we think is a conservative estimate, 
we are spending between $200,000 and $250,000 a year 
in manpower in filling out Federal forms and reports. 

While they recognize there must be some surveillance 
from the Federal partner in education, we wonder if it 
might not be in the interest of efficiency and the educa- 
tional community and good Government to give some 
consideration to, not in the spirit of proliferation, but in 


the spirit of consolidation, consider the creation of a sepa- 
rate department of education to deal with our problems? 

THE Preswent. I know there have been a number of 
recommendations in that regard, and since the formation 
of HEW, back about 1954 or 1955, if I recall correctly, 


the amount of money and the responsibility of HEW has - 


just exploded. 

As a matter of fact, David Mathews’ department spends 
more money than the Department of Defense, and it is 
probably over the years going to have increased financial 
as well as administrative responsibilities. 

I am not yet convinced that we should split it up, but 
if the problems get greater, if the responsibilities increase, 
I think we ought to take a look at it. 

At this point, I am not convinced there ought to be a 
split-up, taking education out from health and welfare, 
but as time goes on, I don’t think we should just hold on 
to something because it was good when it was started 20 
years ago. But for the moment, I wouldn’t go any further 
than to say we will take a look at it, and we will reserve 
the judgment until the survey comes in. 

Q. Thank you. 


MONETARY POLICY 


Q. Mr. President, William Brennan, the president of 
the Nebraska AFL-CIO. I am glad you got to wheat 
before I did. I am afraid we might get Mr. Butz back in 
the act. Have you and Mr. Burns about given up on the 
idea that tight money will slow down inflation? 

THE PRESENT. As you know, sir, the Federal Reserve 
Board is an autonomous, independent agency of the Fed- 
eral Government. They do control the supply of money, 
and they have an impact, a significant impact, on interest 
rates by way of the decisions they make. 

Our responsibility in the Federal Government and the 
executive branch in conjunction with the Congress is to 
attack the problem of inflation by responsible fiscal policy. 

Now, I think both monetary policy, under Mr. Burns 
and his associates, and fiscal policy, under the executive 
and Congressional branches, must go hand in hand. If we 
are going to have an irresponsible fiscal policy, I think 
Mr. Burns, or Dr. Burns, has to try to moderate it with 
decisions that the Federal Reserve Board makes. 


At the present time, they have a policy of monetary 
expansion of roughly 5 to 7!/, percent. And I was talking 
to knowledgeable authorities the other day, and in the last 
few days there has been some tapering off of short-term 
interest rates, which has to indicate that the Federal Re- 
serve Board is trying to judge the circumstances on almost 
a day-to-day or week-by-week basis. 

I do believe the Federal Reserve Board has to have a 
role. We want them to expand money. We want them to 
be cognizant of the interest rate problem, but we can’t 
just push them aside and tell them not to do anything 
affirmatively or negatively because the history of economic 
conditions does show that they can play a constructive role. 
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I honestly believe that they are in tune with the prob- 
lems that we face in the economy in America, and I think 
you will see a policy that will provide for an adequate 
expansion of the supply of money and a responsibility as 
to interest rates themselves. 


GRAIN SALES TO THE SOVIET UNION 


May I, if I can now, gratuitously answer a question that 
you alluded to. 

At the time that we were initiating negotiations with 
the Soviet Union for the substantial sale this year and the 
substantial sales of grain for the next 5 years, it was im- 
portant to get the delivery of the 10.3 million tons of grain 
already sold transported and shipped, and my negotiations 
with Mr. Meany and others resulted in an understanding 
that these shipments would be made. 

As you know and others know, Teddy Gleason’s group 
is loading the ships, the grain is going out, and this assur- 
ance is helpful in the sales that will be made this year be- 
cause there will be a dependability of delivery. That is 
important, as well as price, as well as the sales overall. 

Q. Thank you. 

Q. I am Ricky Salisbury, Nebraska Women’s Political 
Caucus. First of all, I would like to ask that you relay a 
message to your wife when you return to Washington. 
This message comes not only from the National Women’s 
Political Caucus but the American Association of Univer- 
sity Women, the League of Women Voters, the Gover- 
nor’s Commission on the Status of Women. Please express 
our appreciation to her for her efforts in behalf of the 
equal rights amendment. 

Tue Preswent. She must be doing something right. 
There was a poll taken in Pennsylvania a few weeks ago, 
and it showed her with a 77 percent performance job ap- 
proval and mine was about 51 percent. [Laughter] 


CONSIDERATION OF WOMEN AS VICE PRESIDENTIAL 
NOMINEE 


Q. My question is this: During the deliberation and se- 
lection process for your Vice Presidential choice, it was 
reported by the media that several women were considered 
for this high office. Is this true, and would you identify 
these women? 

Tue Preswent. I can tell you that among those that 
were considered for the Vice Presidential nomination by 
me there were several women, but I don’t think that I 
should identify them. 

I would like to add, however, we have a very able, as 
well as attractive, member of the Cabinet, Mrs. Carla 
Hills. She is really doing a fine job in the Department of 
HUD, but I really would take executive privilege if I 
could—[laughter]|—in not naming the women that were 
on the list and were considered. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


SOVIET GRAIN NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, I am Fred Rose, representing the 
Nebraska Press Association. I think as members of the 
Press Association, we would be remiss if we did not com- 
mend you and your staff for these conferences, which cer- 
tainly indicates an openness in government. Our Gov- 
ernor, Jim Exon, Nebraska’s number one sage—and sec- 
ond nationally only to the Secretary of Agriculture— 
[laughter]|—this morning asked Mr. Butz when the em- 
bargo on new grain sale exports would be lifted. Do you 
have a timetable on this subject, which you discussed 
earlier? 

Tue Preswent. I have our top negotiator and staff in 
Moscow now. They went back on Monday. We have 
made considerable progress. I am optimistic, but I have 
learned a long time ago that until we get something in 
hand, it is always premature to make any specific an- 
nouncements. 


We are pushing hard. It looks very favorable for some- 
thing that is good for, as I said, farmer as well as consumer, 
but I would hesitate to tell you a precise date. 

I have learned also in negotiating with the Soviet Union 
it is better to remain flexible than to pick a deadline. You 
have a better chance of getting a better deal if you just 
negotiate from strength rather than binding yourself to 
a date certain. So, I can’t give you a date. I hope it is 
very soon. 

Q. Thank you. 


THE Preswent. I wish I could announce it today, but, 
I, unfortunately, can’t. 


INVESTMENT AND INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTIVITY 


Q. Mr. President, John Nelson, president of the Council 
Bluffs Chamber of Commerce. In light of the need for 
high productivity among our industrial workers and the 
fact that relative to many foreign basic industries that we 
compete with, the productivity per worker is considerably 
below, making it difficult for us to compete, what specific 
policies can be brought to bear in order to encourage in- 
vestment versus consumption and Governmental spend- 
ing in the private sector to modernize our industry? 

Tue Preswent. I have been encouraged in the last 2 
months—I think the Department of Commerce, or the 
Department of Labor, I don’t recall which, indicated that 
we are now beginning to show clear signs of increased pro- 
ductivity of the American worker, and that is very en- 
couraging. 

That is one of the best ways to beat inflation, but in ad- 
dition, I firmly believe that the investment tax credit, 
which was approved or expanded—not approved, as we 
had it at 7 percent, it is now up to 12, it is really 11, but 
there is another added 1 percent—investment tax credit, 
if properly used, can permit us to modernize our industrial 
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capacity so that we will have better equipment, better 
plants to challenge the modern European industrial ca- 
pacity, and particularly the Japanese industrial capacity. 

So, we depend upon new machinery, new plants, plus 
increased productivity of the individual worker. That, in 
my judgment, is the best way for us to compete abroad 
with the products of other countries, plus one other thing. 

I am sure you noticed for the last 5 or 6 months we 
have had an excellent favorable balance of trade. In 
other words, we have shipped far more than we have im- 
ported. 

One of the reasons is the fact that we have managed 
our problem of inflation better than almost any other 
country. Our products today are selling better because of 
our improved handling of the problem of inflation. 

A year ago, prices were at the annual rate of 14 per- 
cent, the inflation rate. Today, for the last 5 months, it 
is about 414 percent. If we can make that kind of progress, 
we will compete, we will increase our exports and have a 
much better economic situation in the United States. 

Q. Thank you. 


MINORITY UNEMPLOYMENT 


Q. Mr. President, Jim Evans, executive director of the 
Urban League of Nebraska. In Nebraska, over 20 percent 
of the minorities—blacks, Indians, Chicanos— are unem- 
ployed, and among the minority youth, the figure is closer 
to 50 percent. Local business, industry, government have 
not been able to provide an adequate number of jobs and 
opportunities for minorities. As a result, we have a dis- 
proportionate number of young minorities in our prisons 
and a disproportionate number of young minority mothers 
on welfare. What plans does your Administration have to 
try to bring the level of minority unemployment down to 
that 6-percent level we talk about for the Nation? 

Tue Preswent. Number one, it is vitally important to 
improve the total economic circumstances, lowering un- 
employment to a figure between 4 and 6 percent. We are 
not there yet by any means, but I think we have made 
some headway and we will make some more in the months 
ahead. And that will come about as we improve the gen- 
eral economic situation in America. 

In the meantime, we do have programs such as the 
summer youth program where I recommended and Con- 
gress approved roughly $450 million for this past summer 
to give jobs to the youth of America who were 
unemployed. 


We have a number of manpower training programs 
that seek to train an individual for a specific job in in- 
dustry or in the service area. We have a number of pro- 
grams that help particularly the less well off continue in 
the field of higher education. I am sure you would agree 
with me that the better educated minorities are, the better 
prospects they have for better jobs. 


So, we have to get more of them into the mainstream 
of higher education and we are making headway there, 
Those are the kind of programs that I think, maybe not 
tomorrow, but in the relatively long circumstances, will 
provide better jobs and more meaningful jobs than the 
circumstances are today. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President, but for our minority 
youth, you know it has been a long time already. 

Tue Preswent. I agree, but the quicker we get our 
economy back on its feet—and are making headway— 
that is the best way to get most of them in those circum- 
stances taken care of. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


Q. Mr. President, Tom McFarland, Teamsters Local 
Union Number 544. We would like to ask, what are the 
tentative plans of this Administration to erase or modify 
the conflict of agency rule between the National Labor 
Relations Board and the Equal Opportunity Commission 
as it relates to organized labor application of the seniority 
provisions of their contracts? 

THE PreEsiwentT. Let me just say this: The NLRB is an 
independent commission or board, and the last thing I 
think you would want me to do is to tell them, if I could, 
what they should do, because the interference in those in- 
dependent boards and commissions by a President should 
not be tolerated. In fact, any such direct interference 
should be condemned. 

I must say that if there is a conflict, it ought to be re- 
solved by a commonsense approach by the NLRB on the 
one hand and the other agency on the other. We will look 
into it. 

I frankly confess I am not an expert on this, but we 
will look into it and see what we can do to straighten 
it out without interfering with the independent status of 
the NLRB. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT. Yes. 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 


Q. Mr. President, my name is Steve Kampfe, and I am 
representing the Nebraska Future Farmers of America. 
Mr. President, with the demand and need for well quali- 
fied personnel in agriculture and agribusiness occupations 
and the decreased number of farm-reared youth, what 
role is the Federal Government going to play in dealing 
with this issue in a financial way through vocational 
education? 

THe Present. It is my understanding or reaction 
that in the vocational education program overall, in re- 
cent weeks or months there has been an order issued that 
permits the Future Farmers of America and five other 
comparable organizations as active participants in orga- 
nizations that will get financial assistance in the handling 
of vocational education. 
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This will be implemented. I think it is a right step, and 
I am sure that the Future Farmers of America as well as 
the other five organizations will carry out a very construc- 
tive and appropriate role in teaching young people who 
are interested to be good farmers so we can produce a 
better crop and a larger supply. But that is my under- 
standing of what we are doing with the six organizations 
such as the Future Farmers. 

Q. Thank you. 


FEDERAL SUPPORT OF MEDICAL AND DENTAL 
EDUCATION 


Q. Mr. President, I am Dr. Holthaus, dean of the School 
of Medicine at Creighton University. I am sure you know, 
Mr. President, that in the State of Nebraska we have two 
schools of medicine and two schools of dentistry. Together 
we produce 255 M.D.’s every year and 142 dentists, This 
represents 176 physicians per million population and 97 
dentists per million population. This is by far and away 
in excess of the rate of production of any other State in 
the Union. We have done this in response to the Federal 
mandate and in response to the demands of the American 
public for more physicians and dentists. 

In order to continue to do this at this rate, it is abso- 
lutely essential that we continue to receive Federal sup- 
port either directly to the institution or in the form of 
Federal dollars available for student loans. Recently the 
Federal support of medical and dental education has 
tended to trail off. My question to you, Mr. President, is: 
What position will you take in regard to current Federal 
legislation which is being designed to support medical 
and dental education? 


Tue Present. I don’t recall the precise figures, but 
we have had a substantial program that, number one, 
added to or built new facilities for medical schools. We 
have had programs that permit student loans to medical 
students. We have had programs in the Department of 
Defense where a person can get rather substantial finan- 
cial aid if he is going to medical school, provided he 
agrees to take 2 or 4 or 5 years, whatever the number is, 
and stay in the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marines. I 
can’t quote you the precise figure, but it has been substan- 
tial both in buildings and financial support to the uni- 
versities or the medical schools and as to students. 

I don’t want to kid you that we are going to recom- 
mend a substantial increase in this area. I think I have to 
be very honest and very frank with you. We have had a 
good program. We will continue a responsible program. 
But I don’t think it it fair to you or to any other medical 
school or dental school to say that we are going to sub- 
stantially increase the ratio of Federal support. We will 
continue, but I think States have to be active participants, 
as they have in many cases. But we have a serious finan- 
cial crisis in the Federal Government with a deficit this 
fiscal year of better than $60 billion, and the probability, 
if Congress has its way, of it being over $70 billion. 


So, the likelihood of any expansion of any Federal pro- 
grams is not encouraging. We will do our best, as I think 
the Federal Government has in the past, but I can’t stand 
up here and promise there will be an expansion when I 
see the overall fiscal problems facing the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


INTERNATIONAL SALES OF U.S. AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 

Q. Mr. President, I am Morris Miller, representing 
Ak-Sar-Ben, the Midwest’s largest civic organization. We 
specialize in support of all types of agribusiness activity. 

My question is this: Do you contemplate negotiations 
with nations other than the U.S.S.R. for long-term con- 
tracts covering our sale to them of agricultural products? 

Tue Presipent. As I indicated, we are also in the 
process of negotiating with Poland. The Secretary of 
Agriculture had their comparable agricultural leader in 
the government here last week, or this week, and we are 
making very substantial headway with them. 

Of course, they have not been as large a buyer and 
don’t potentially have as large a purchase program as the 
Soviet Union, but we believe that the more agreements 
we make with countries such as Japan, the Soviet Union, 
Poland, and others, the better it is for agriculture over 
the long haul. It is easier to do it with states such as 
Poland and the Soviet Union because they buy as a gov- 
ernment, and if you make such an agreement, I think it 
is a good investment. And we will do it with any govern- 
ment that will give us a long-term purchasing agreement 
so that they take our agricultural products at fair market 
prices in the marketplace, and we have some great pros- 
pects in the relatively near future. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


FEDERAL SPENDING 

Q. Mr. President, I am Carl Spelts, president of the 
Nebraska Association of Commerce and Industry. There 
is no doubt that the big concern of the business and in- 
dustrial community in Nebraska is inflation, excessive 
inflation, and it is the consensus of opinion that the cause 
of this inflation is excessive spending at the Federal level. 
The question is: What can you and your Administration 
do to convince Congress that continued Federal spending 
will be the ruination of our economy, and, also, what can 
we as an association do to help? 

Tue Presment. I feel very strongly that the excessive 
spending at the Federal level is a basic cause of inflation. 
A $60-billion deficit of the Federal Government this year, 
this 12-month period, is bad. It will be that much worse 
if Congress forces us to spend another $10 billion, which 
will make it $70 billion, or another $20 billion, which will 
make it $80 billion. 

Now we are making some headway. I vetoed 38 bills 
since I took office about a year ago. All but several have 
been sustained, sustained by one-third or better. Those 
that have been sustained have saved roughly $6 billion. 
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And I am going to veto some more if they keep sending 
them down with excessive spending. It just has to be done 
if we are going to preserve any fiscal integrity. 

I have found recently in the Congress a greater realiza- 
tion of this problem. First, in 1974 they passed a new 
budget act which sets a spending ceiling by April 15 
every year on expenditures. And I think both Senator 
Curtis and Senator Hruska would agree with me that 
that requirement has made the Congress considerably 
more responsible at least in the recognition, if not in the 
action, on how to handle spending. 

But how we educate the American people—I think this 
has to be done in our schools, in our various civic organi- 
zations, through the news media. A $60-billion to $70- 
billion deficit this year and another one of $30 billion, 
$40 billion, or $50 billion next year—that is not healthy 
as we try to combat the problems of inflation. 

So, I just hope everybody understands it is not that we 
want to be penurious, because virtually every program 
this year got as much or slightly more than they got last 
year as required by law. And we just can’t go on without 
taking some firm, tough action. 

Q. Thank you, sir. 


PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYMENT 


Q. Mr. President, Jim Wengert, secretary-treasurer of 
the Iowa Federation of Labor, AFL-CIO. I think you 
have touched on my question by one of the other gentle- 
men that asked it. So, I will kind of rephrase my question. 
Because we just got over the State AFL-CIO convention 
here in Iowa a couple of weeks ago, and I think the State 
of Iowa, at least from our membership standpoint at that 
convention, was that we don’t want handouts in this 
country. We want jobs. Along that kind of a theme, could 
you support a program in this country that the Govern- 
ment of this country would become the employer of last 
resort so our people can get jobs? 

THe Preswent. I might say Dr. Arthur Burns just 
recommended that. So, let me put it this way: It all de- 
pends on how you define it. Dr. Burns—and I talked to 
him about it the other day—his thought of the Govern- 
ment being an employer of last resort—and he spelled this 
out in a speech down in Atlanta—is that you hire people 
at less than the minimum wage, but you give them a job 
on the theory that, if they are working at less than the 
minimum wage, it is an incentive for them to go out and 
find a better job. I don’t think that is what you are 
thinking of. 

Q. No, I am not. [ Laughter] 

THE PresiventT. So, that is why I think you have to 
define what you are talking about as the Government 
being an employer of last resort. I was about to say 
earlier I was glad to see the lowa AFL-CIO and Arthur 
Burns agreeing. 

Q. No, that isn’t true. 

Tue Present. But obviously in this case you don’t. 


I think that the present program of unemployment 
insurance with the extended material we have, which is 
enough incentive to get people to look for jobs, is better 
than a massive program. 

Now I am not saying we don’t have massive programs 
to some extent. We have public service employment jobs 
now that cost us about $4 billion to $5 billion a year. 
Now that employs roughly 350,000 people who are not 
otherwise employed, and that is done primarily through 
your city and State agencies. 

For us to undertake a job to hire everybody, I think is 
not the right approach. We want jobs emphasized in 
the private sector. And if we handle our affairs properly, 
we won’t have to resort either to extended unemployment 
compensation or employment with the Government as 
that agency of last resort. That is an easy phrase, but I 
just think there are enough problems in it that we ought 
to find other answers primarily in the private sector. 

Q. Thank you. 


PRICES OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Q. Mr. President, Wendell Gangwish, one of the farm- 
ers that you referred to a number of times earlier, speak- 
ing on behalf of the members of the Nebraska Farmer 
Bureau Federation. First of all, I want to commend you 
and your Cabinet for bringing the conference to Omaha, 
and Secretary Butz did more than a commendable job 
in setting the tone for the conference. Now in Nebraska 
we have a little bit more than above-average football 
team. We think 

THE PresiwENT. We thought we had one at Michigan, 
too, but they had a little trouble, but they are going to 
do all right. [Laughter} 

Q. When our boys come on the field to play, the ref- 
erees officiate the game and call the plays by the same 
rules for both teams. You have taken a strong stance in 
the decontrol of oil which, to me and to us, is saying that 
the marketplace is the place to establish price. 

Now some 2 to 3 years ago we were witnessing price 
controls. We saw these controls lifted with one excep- 
tion—beef. Now we are currently witnessing some restric- 
tion in feed grains. My question is, Mr. President, we 
would like to be one of the teams and have the game 
called by the same rules. We kind of look at this as some- 
what of a bending of the rules. We would like to see 
the marketplace the determining place for the price of 
agricultural products. 

Tue Preswent. Before answering your very appro- 
priate question, wouldn’t all of you like to have Michigan 
beat Missouri on Saturday? [Laughter] 

Q. No, no, no. [Laughter] 

Tue Preswent. I have said, and I will repeat it here, 
I do not think that wage and price controls are the right 
remedy for a healthy economy in the United States, 
period. 
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I am not familiar with any controls we have on the 
price of agricultural commodities, including feed grains. 
We have a temporary suspension of world sales to the 
Soviet Union, but for a purpose of making the market 
for agricultural products—corn, wheat, feed grains— 
better. And I think a 4- to 6-weeks delay at the most is 
the best way to get that assured market. 

In the meantime, as I recall grain prices—what is it, 
wheat is about $4.20; corn is about $3.05; I have forgot- 
ten what soybeans are—$5-something, is it—we are go- 
ing to see that the farmer gets a good price, fair price 
in the marketplace, but we are also interested in having 
him an assured market over a long period of time from 
a buyer that will buy a lot of corn and wheat, et cetera. 

If we can just be a little patient for this interim where 
we haven’t had any precipitous drop in wheat and corn 
prices in the last month—have we, Earl? 

Secretary Butz. They have increased. 

Tue Present. As I say, I think they are in pretty 
good shape. But we want a big market, and that in the 
long-term is in the best interest. And a little time, if you 
are a little more patient, we will get a good deal for you. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


NEW YORK CITY’S FINANCIAL SITUATION 


Q. Mr. President, I am Paul Amen, representing the 
Lincoln Chamber of Commerce. Here in the Midwest we 
sense that pressure is building in Washington to have the 
Federal Government rescue financially New York City. 
What is the Administration’s position at this time? 

Tue Preswent. How many here would urge that the 
Federal Government bail out New York City? [Laughter] 
Here is one gentleman. 

New York is in terrible shape. Even after the indications 
that they were going to straighten out their problems under 
a 3-year program, they are going to have a deficit between 
income and outgo this year of $1 billion. 

That is unbelievable. They won’t get to a balanced 
budget even under this program of austerity until 3 years 
from now. They are in a fiscal bind caused by bad man- 
agement for the last 10 or 12 years. 

Mayor Beame is not totally responsible for it. His pred- 
ecessors were contributors. They have a tough problem. 
There is, at the present time—and I see no prospect of any 
change, any Federal bailout . 

We, I think, have to be cognizant of what might happen 
in financial markets. Not only the banks in New York 
City but banks all over the country hold bonds and paper 
from the City of New York. 


But I think there are remedies within existing law that 
can ameliorate many of those problems. I don’t think that 
the Federal Government ought to step in and, in effect, 
begin to manage the City of New York. I didn’t recom- 
mend that the State of New York move in, but they did, 
and now they may have compounded the problem. 


Nevertheless, I find little sentiment in the Congress— 
and obviously I found very little here—[laughter]|—for 
the Federal Government to come in and bail out bad fiscal 
management over a period of time in the City of New 
York. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


THE THIRD WORLD 


Q. Mr. President, Beverly Evertt, representing the 
American Association of University Women. 

I would like to shift gears, if I may, and get us a little 
bit into international economics. I would like to ask that 
of the demands, six or seven of them, made by the Third 
World countries in regard to the new economic order, 
which do you see as being of benefit both to the United 
States and to those nations? I am speaking of the release 
of debt. I am speaking of the sovereignty over natural 
resources, and that list of six or seven that has been 
brought out in the United Nations of late. 

Tue Preswenrt. Of course, at the seventh special ses- 
sion that took place a month ago, Secretary Kissinger 
made a very broad speech in response to the demands of 
the underdeveloped nations. They, of course, talk about 
a new world order. We don’t think their problems, the 
sale of their natural resources, necessarily argue for a new 
world economic order. We would rather talk in terms 
of taking each one of the commodities and handling them 
on a case-by-case basis—zinc, tin, bauxite, coffee, et 
cetera. 

So, we are not going to be a part of any scheme to 
establish a new world order, a new world economic order. 
I want that crystal clear. But we will work with those 
nations, as Secretary Kissinger said, on a case-by-case 
basis of trying to assure them of adequate income from 
their natural resources. 

The approach that we took with Secretary Kissinger’s 
speech has created a totally new and a very beneficial 
attitude by these countries vis-a-vis the United States. 
Instead of just slamming down our foot and saying we 
won’t talk with you or we won’t try to solve the problems— 
and that hard-line attitude was exacerbating our relations 
in the United Nations—we now are really in an excep- 
tionally good position to work with, deal with, and get 
support from these underdeveloped nations. 

I think the best example was our agreement that we 
would sign and become a part of the tin agreement. That 
gesture on our part, which won’t have any adverse impact 
on the United States, has helped in a very constructive 
way our relations with these underdeveloped countries. 

So, rather than talk about some theoretical new world 
economic order, we are going to talk about how you solve 
your problem, and that has produced some good results 
for us in the United Nations. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Tue Present. Bill just tried to cut you off, but I will 
be the good guy. [Laughter] 
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FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY 


Q. Being number 17 and last, it was a question of 
whether we would make it or not. Mr. President, I am 
Charles Wilson of Red Oak, Iowa. I am the chairman of 
the Iowa Manufacturer’s Association. We are concerned 
with the apparent lack of public understanding of the fis- 
cal economies and of the very great importance of fiscal 
responsibility. This is leading us to, we believe, or is the 
cause of, many detrimental effects, for instance, very mas- 
sive welfare programs, which are very expensive and 
which lead inevitably to lower productivity. Another ex- 
ample would be the expensive overregulation of indus- 
try and of the country in general, the cost of which must 
be passed on to the consumer. 

Our question: We would like to know what steps are 
or can be taken, or what we can do, to improve the pub- 
lic understanding of the fiscal responsibility of our 
Government? 

Tue Present. To some extent, I may have answered 
that question earlier, I think it is an educational process, 
and the sooner we start, the better, with the youth of 
America. They really have a bigger stake in the future of 
this country than some of us older folks. 

If they can be taught that the United States, by any 
standard of comparison, has produced more freedom, 


more material goods, and more benefits than any other 
country throughout the world, present or past, then | 
think they will get an enthusiasm for it. 


It has to start in the school system. It has to start in 
the home. It has to start in various organizations, through 
the Future Farmers of America, et cetera. 


I think we are making some headway, and we can’t 
quit just because it is slow progress. When I travel—I 
don’t care where in the world—I come back and say how 
lucky I was that I was born in the United States and I am 
a citizen of this country. 

That doesn’t mean that we solved all our problems— 
far from it. It doesn’t mean that we can’t do better, It 
doesn’t mean that we should be complacent and satis- 
fied. But when you take a look wherever you go, we have 
more opportunity, more freedom, more material benefits, 
and we should just thank our good Lord that we are 
Americans. 

We should continue to work at improving the situation, 
and we can through the educational process. I don’t have 
a pat formula, but I sure have faith that it will happen. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:35 p.m. in the Grand Ballroom at 
the Omaha Hilton Hotel after being introduced by William J. 
Barcody, Jr., Assistant to the President for Public Liaison. 





VISIT OF EMPEROR HIROHITO OF JAPAN 


Exchange of Remarks Between the President and His Majesty at the 


Welcoming Ceremony on the South Lawn. 


October 2, 1975 


THE PresweEnrt. Your Majesties, it is an honor for me to extend to you, on 
behalf of the American people, a warm and heartfelt welcome to the 


United States. 


Mrs. Ford joins me with the greatest personal pleasure for both of 
us in greeting Your Majesties here today. 

This first state visit for an Emperor and Empress of Japan to the 
United States is an historic occasion with profound importance. Japan 
and the United States have had a special and unique relationship since 
the days when Commodore Perry sailed to Japan more than 120 years 


ago. 


Our early relations were marked by many memorable events. The 
United States was the first country to establish a treaty relationship with 
Japan, the first to station a consul in Japan, and the first to receive a dip- 
lomatic mission from Japan. That mission was received by President 
Buchanan in 1860 here in the White House. 

During the illustrious reign of your illustrious grandfather, Emperor 
Meiji, Japan chose the United States as the first stop for the Iwakura mis- 
sion. Japan’s special envoys were received by President Grant. 

After President Grant left the Presidency, he visited Japan and met 
the Emperor. This was in 1879, almost a century ago. Emperor Meiji said, 
“America and Japan, being near neighbors, separated only by an ocean, 
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will become more and more closely connected with each other as time 
goes on.” 

These prophetic words symbolized our mutual desire to establish a 
sound and lasting friendship. What was a century ago a visionary goal 
has now become a reality for millions of Americans and Japanese. 

Our peoples are bound together by a multitude of institutional 
and personal ties. The constant flow of knowledge, ideas, and cultural 
influences between our two countries enriches the depth and meaning 
of our ties each year. It is this broad public involvement which ful- 
fills the hopes of our early leaders. 

The greetings of friendship which we exchange today represent 
the deep sentiments of both nations. 

At a time when the benefits of cooperative relations between our 
two countries are mutually acclaimed, Your Majesty’s visit symbolizes 
and strengthens the ties of friendship between our two peoples. 

The warm memories of my trip to Japan last fall remains vivid. 
Mrs. Ford and I have happily anticipated Your Majesty’s visit. We 
earnestly hope that your stay in Washington and your journey to other 
parts of the United States will be as pleasant to Your Majesties per- 
sonally as they are important to the history of our two great nations. 


THe Emperor. Mr. President, Mrs. Ford, ladies and gentlemen: 

Thank you most sincerely, Mr. President, for your gracious words 
of welcome. It has long been my wish to come to the United States, 
and the Empress and I deeply appreciate your kind invitation to pay 
this official visit. 

We are indeed delighted to be here at this historic moment on the 
very eve of the Bicentennial of American Independence when the Amer- 
ican people reflect on the past and look to the future. 

For me, also, this visit is a valuable opportunity to reflect on the 
past relationships between Japan and the United States and look to its 
future. Our peoples withstood the challenges of one tragic interlude 
when the Pacific Ocean, symbol of tranquility, was instead a rough and 
stormy sea, and have built today unchanging ties of friendship and good 
will. 

I feel immeasurably gratified by this happy development and look 
forward with great anticipation to the future of our relationship. 

Mr. President, you visited Japan last year as the first incumbent 
President of the United States to do so, and impressed us deeply by your 
eagerness to meet and mingle with our people. 

I know that your visit has contributed greatly to the mutual trust 
between our two peoples. Although our stay in your country is for but 
a brief 2 weeks, we hope to meet with Americans from every walk of 
life and to glimpse a variety of American sights. 

We will be happy if we, too, can contribute to everlasting friend- 
ship between our two peoples through our visit. 

May I thank you again, Mr. President, for your warm hospitality. 
Permit me, also, to extend to all the citizens of your great country my 
best wishes for continued prosperity. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:55 a.m. on the South Lawn at the White House 
where Emperor Hirohito was given a formal welcome with full military honors. His 
Majesty spoke in Japanese, and his remarks were translated by an interpreter. 
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Securities and Exchange Commission 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Roderick M. 
Hills To Be a Member and Chairman of the 
Commission. October 2, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nom- 
inate Roderick M. Hills, of Los Angeles, Calif., to be a 
member of the Securities and Exchange Commission for 
the remainder of a term expiring June 5, 1977. He will 
succeed Ray Garrett, Jr., who has resigned. Upon con- 
firmation by the Senate, the President will designate him 
to serve as Chairman. 


Since April 1975, Mr. Hills has been Counsel to the 


President, serving as Deputy to Philip W. Buchen, Coun- 
sel to the President. From January 1972 to April 1975, 
he served as chairman of the board of Republic Corp. 
(NYSE), while on leave from the law firm of Munger, 
Tolles, Hills & Rickhauser of Los Angeles, Calif. 


Born on March 9, 1931, Mr. Hills received his B.A. 
degree in 1952 and his LL.B. degree in 1955 from Stan- 
ford University. He was named to the Order of the Coif 
while attending Stanford University Law School. He 
served as a law clerk to Justice Stanley F. Reed, Supreme 
Court of the United States, from 1955 to 1957 and was a 
visiting professor at the Harvard Law School during 
1969-70. 

Mr. Hills is married to Carla Anderson Hills, Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, and they have four 
children. They reside in the District of Columbia. 


Special Assistant to the President 


Exchange of Letters Between the President and Stanley 
S. Scott Upon Mr. Scott’s Resignation. 
October 2, 1975 


Dear Stan: 


I have received your letter of October 2, and it is with 
sincere gratitude for your many years of dedicated pub- 
lic service that I accept your resignation from the White 
House staff upon a date to be determined. You have 
served very effectively as Special Assistant to the President 
and before that as Assistant to the Director of Communi- 
cations of the Executive Branch. I know the work has 
been demanding, but with your ability, candor and en- 
ergy, you have made significant contributions in the im- 
portant field of minority relations. I am sorry to lose you. 

I fully understand your desire to accept a new assign- 
ment at the Agency for International Development. The 
appointment will provide you with a larger opportunity to 


lend your well-deserved reputation and your expertise in 
government to helping alleviate some of the difficult and 
complex problems facing Africa. The United States is 
committed to helping to solve those problems and your 
appointment reaffirms that commitment. 

In departing the White House you may be sure you take 
with you my best wishes as well as my deep appreciation 
for a job well done. As you join AID I am confident that 
you will continue to provide the leadership needed for 
your important new responsibilities. 

Warmest personal regards, 

JERRY Forp 


[The Honorable Stanley S. Scott, The White House, Washington, 
D.C. 20500] 


Dear Mr. President: 


It was more than four years ago that I was asked to 
join the White House staff as Assistant to the Director 
of Communications, and later as a Special Assistant to 
the President. 


Mr. President, as I discussed with you earlier, I would 
now like to pursue other challenging responsibilities in 
government, and hereby submit my resignation effective 
at a date to be determined. 

I will always be grateful for the trust and confidence 
you placed in me when you asked me to continue in my 
position when you became our President. I shall remember 
fondly our personal relationship when you were Vice 
President. 

We are fortunate to have you as our President. We 
badly need your ongoing leadership to restore confidence 
in government. I believe, as you do, that there is much to 
be done to make the American dream a reality for all 
Americans. Equally important, I agree with your remarks 
siated to me more than a year ago when you said: “We 
can make the American dream a reality if we all pull to- 
gether as a people for the common good.” 

Serving my country has always been of the highest 
importance to me, and the opportunity to participate at 
the highest level of government will always be. among the 
most meaningful and rewarding experiences of my life. 

Mr. President, my decision to seek new challenges was 
not an easy one. My years here, while hectic and always 
active, have also been personally very rewarding. 

I consider it an honor and a privilege to have been able 
to work with you. Let me assure you that I shall do my 
best to represent my Country ably and well in whatever 
task lies ahead. 

Warm best wishes to you and The First Lady, 

Sincerely, 
STaNneEyY S. Scott 
Special Assistant to the President 
[The President, The White House, Washington, D.C. 20500] 
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Agency for International Development 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Stanley S. 
Scott To Be Assistant Administrator for Africa. 
October 2, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Stanley S. Scott, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Assistant Administrator of the Agency for International 
Development. His area of responsibility will be the Bureau 
for Africa. He will succeed Samuel C. Adams, Jr., who 
resigned effective September 27, 1975. 


Since February 1973, Mr. Scott has been Special As-- 


sistant to the President and was reappointed by the Presi- 
dent on December 18, 1974. He served as an Assistant to 
the Director of Communications for the Executive Branch 
from June 1971 until his appointment. 

Before joining the White House Staff, Mr. Scott served 
for 4 years as a radio newsman at Westinghouse Broad- 
casting Corp., in New York City. He was an assistant 
director of public relations for the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People in New York 
(1966-1967) ; general assignment news reporter, United 
Press International, New York City (1964-1966) ; gen- 
eral assignment news reporter, copy editor, and editorial 
writer, Atlanta Daily World, Atlanta, Ga. (1961-1964) ; 
and editor-general manager, The Memphis World, Mem- 
phis, Tenn. (1960-1961). 

Mr. Scott was born in Bolivar, Tenn., on July 2, 1933. 
He attended Kansas University from 1951 to 1953 and 
Lincoln University from 1957 to 1959 where he received 
his B.S. degree. He served in the United States Army from 
1954 to 1956. 

Mr. Scott is married to the former Bettye Lovejoy. They 
have three children and reside in Washington, D.C. 


Japan-United States Friendship Days 
Proclamation 4397. October 2, 1975 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


Their Majesties, the Emperor and Empress of Japan 
will officially begin their State visit to the United States 
of America on October 2, 1975. This visit which extends 
through October 13, 1975 will be the first State visit to 
the United States of America by a reigning Emperor of 
Japan. The State visit of the Emperor and Empress of 
Japan openly symbolizes the close ties of friendship, good- 
will and common goals to which the Japanese and Amer- 
ican people are dedicated. Their visit will contribute im- 
measurably to mutual understanding and respect between 
the United States of America and Japan. 


We warmly welcome Their Majesties to our country. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate the 
period beginning October 2, 1975, through October 13, 
1975, as Japan-United States Friendship Days. 

I call upon the people of the United States and in- 
terested groups and organizations to observe this period 
with appropriate ceremonies and activities. 

In Wrrness WueErEoF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this second day of October, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-five, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the two hundredth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 12:25 p.m., 
October 2, 1975] 


World Law Day, 1975 
Proclamation 4398. October 2, 1975 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


Recognizing the need to destroy the discriminatory 
barriers of legal inequality which confront women 
throughout the world, the United Nations General As- 
sembly proclaimed 1975 as International Women’s Year. 

At home, the President, by Proclamation No. 4262, set 
aside the year 1975 as International Women’s Year in the 
United States, and, by Executive Order No. 11832, 
created a National Commission on the Observance of In- 
ternational Women’s Year. In 1972, the Congress adopted 
a proposed constitutional amendment which would ensure 
the equality of men and women before the law. If a few 
more States ratify that proposed amendment, it will be- 
come a fitting constitutional heritage of our Bicentennial 
era. 

Our efforts at home have been linked with those of 
other nations. This year, citizens of the United States 
participated in the world Conference on International 
Women’s Year held in Mexico City on June 19 through 
July 2, 1975, to develop guidelines for a sustained, long- 
term effort to achieve the objective of International 
Women’s Year. 


Also this year, members of our Nation’s legal profes- 
sion will be joined by lawyers, professors, and jurists from 
more than one hundred nations during the week of Octo- 
ber 12, 1975, at a World Law Conference, under the 
auspices of the World Peace Through Law Center, held 
in our Nation’s capital. The agenda of the World Law 
Conference will deal with a host of international legal 
issues, ranging from the role of multinational companies 
to laws governing oil pollution at sea. 
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The theme of the World Law Conference is the achieve- 
ment of legal equality between men and women. A por- 
tion of the agenda will be devoted to discussing the elim- 
ination of discrimination against women. 

The President of the United States, along with the 
leaders of other nations, for more than a decade has en- 
couraged the significant international efforts represented 
by these World Law Conferences. With its theme of lega: 
equality between men and women, it is fitting, during this 
International Women’s Year, to do so again. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate Sun- 
day, October 12, 1975, as World Law Day in the United 
States. 

I call upon all Americans, men and women, especially 
members of the legal, educational and religious commun- 
ities, to give recognition to the importance of law in our 
Nation’s international quest for peace, human dignity and 
equality before the law for women and men. 

In Witness WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this second day of October, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred seventy-five, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundredth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 4:17 p.m., 
October 2, 1975] 


Secretary of Commerce 
Executive Order 11880. October 2, 1975 


DESIGNATION OF OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
CoMMERCE To Act AS SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 3347 
of Title 5 of the United States Code and section 301 of 
Title 3 of the United States Code, and as President of 
the United States, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. During any period when, by reason of ab- 
sence, disability or vacancy in office, both the Secretary of 
Commerce and the Under Secretary of Commerce are 
not available to exercise the powers or perform the duties 
of the Office of Secretary, an Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce, the General Counsel of the Department of Com- 
merce, or an officer of the Department of Commerce ap- 
pointed by the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, in such order as the Secretary of Commerce 
may from time to time prescribe, shall act as Secretary. 
If no such order of succession is in effect at that time, an 
Assistant Secretary or the General Counsel shall act as 


Secretary in the order in which they shall have taken of- 
fice as Assistant Secretaries or General Counsel. 
Sec. 2. This Order supersedes Executive Order No, 
11388 of January 15, 1968. 
GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 2, 1975. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 4:18 p.m, 
October 2, 1975] 


Ramadan 
Message of the President. October 2, 1975 


As our fellow Americans of the Islamic faith look for- 
ward to the celebration of the special feast days at the end 
of Ramadan, Mrs. Ford and I express our greetings and 
best wishes to each of you. 

For you it is a time of renewal and remembrance. It is 
an opportunity to rededicate yourselves to your religious 
heritage and to its timeless principles. 

For all your fellow Americans it is a chance to reflect 
with pride and admiration on the way in which the Is- 
lamic heritage enriches all of us. 

Mrs. Ford and I hope that this year’s holidays will be 
especially satisfying and happy ones for each of you. 


NOTE: The message was made available by the White House Press 
Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press release. 


Disaster Assistance for Alabama 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following High 
Winds, Tornadoes, Heavy Rains, and Flooding. 
October 2, 1975 


The President today declared a major disaster for the 
State of Alabama as a result of high winds, tornadoes, 
heavy rains, and flooding resulting from Hurricane Eloise, 
beginning about September 22, which caused extensive 
public, private, and agricultural property damage. The 
President’s action will permit the use of Federal funds in 
relief and recovery efforts in designated areas of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the storms and floods, debris removal, 
and the repair or restoration of damaged or destroyed 
streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities and utilities. 
Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made available by 
the Small Business Administration and emergency loan 


Volume 11—Number 40 





Qawrsenoso > p 


ao 


Ss e—es et  — TP ~ na > D» — werstss 


'— fF «— bw CD 85> Sete 9 bet 


aa. ta” aa a | 


n of- 


RD 


p.m., 


-for- 
end 


It is 
rious 


flect 
e Is- 


ll be 


Press 
lease. 


ligh 


the 
loes, 
oise, 
sive 
The 
ls in 
tate. 
elief 
aster 
heir 
wal, 
yyed 
ties. 
e by 
loan 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1975 1109 


assistance will be made available by the Farmers Home 
Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Alabama will be coordinated 
by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development, under the 
direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. Dunne 
will designate the specific areas within the State eligible 
for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and State 
damage assessments. 

Mr. Thomas P. Credle, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region IV, 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Disaster Assistance for New York 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following Severe 
Storms, Heavy Rains, Landslides, and Flooding. 
October 2, 1975 


The President today declared a major disaster for the 
State of New York as a result of severe storms, heavy rains, 
landslides, and flooding, beginning about September 22, 
which caused extensive public, private, and agricultural 
property damage. The President’s action will permit the 
use of Federal funds in relief and recovery efforts in desig- 
nated areas of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the storms and floods, debris removal, 
and the repair or restoration of damaged or destroyed 
streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities and utilities. 
Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made available by 
the Small Business Administration and emergency loan as- 
sistance will be made available by the Farmers Home Ad- 
ministration. 

Federal relief activities in New York will be coordinated 
by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development, under the 
direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. Dunne 
will designate the specific areas within the State eligible 
for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and State 
damage assessments. 

Mr. Thomas R. Casey, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region II, 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Visit of Emperor Hirohito of Japan 


Exchange of Toasts Between President Ford and 
Emperor Hirohito at a Dinner Honoring the 
Japanese Emperor. October 2, 1975 


THe Present. Your Majesties, our distinguished guests 
from Japan, ladies and gentlemen: 

This first state visit to the United States by an Emperor 
and an Empress is an occasion of great, great importance 
to all of us. It symbolizes the very unique and the very 
close ties of friendship between our countries as well as 
our people. 

My Nation, Your Majesties, has looked forward to this 
happy occasion for a long, long time. Four years ago, it 
was a great honor for Americans, for you, Your Majesties, 
to stop in Alaska at the beginning of your first foreign 
travel as an Emperor and Empress. On that occasion, your 
stay was much too brief. 

Last year, I had the great honor of being the first incum- 
bent American President to visit Japan. And I am grate- 
ful, deeply grateful, and was obviously most impressed 
with the wonderful reception that I received from you, as 
well as the people of Japan. 

The first official visit to the United States by a Japanese 
Emperor, occurring as it does during my Administration, 
is another source of great personal satisfaction. It was my 
profound pleasure earlier today to welcome you officially 
to the United States on behalf of all of our people. 

While the cultural heritages of our two countries are 
quite different, our people share a very common aspiration 
and a similar commitment to democratic freedoms and 
institutions. 

Your Majesties, we confront together the challenges of 
an advanced industrial society and seek a very peaceful 
world in which all nations prosper and all people pursue 
fulfilling lives. 

Because Americans and Japanese have patiently nur- 
tured these very fundamental bonds, our cultural differ- 
ences have been a source of mutual enrichment rather 
than a barrier to friendship and to understanding. 


Through the interaction of our peoples, Japan has very 
profoundly influenced America. Japanese cherry trees, as 
we all know, are well known to Americans because of their 
very prominent place in the heart of our National Capital. 
These very beautiful cherry blossoms symbolize the pro- 
found cultural influence of Japan on modern America. 

Japan’s art, its architecture, its pottery, its prints, its 
gardens, and, almost above all, its graciousness, all have 
enriched American life and American thought. The 
Japanese emphasis on consensus and harmony in human 
relations also influences the life as well as the work of the 
American people. 

Because Japan’s influence upon America has been very 
subtle, it is not always easily recognized. Therefore, Your 
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Majesty's visit provides Americans an opportunity to 
pause and acknowledge your country’s contributions to 
our national culture. 

Your Majesties, I can assure you that America places 
the highest possible value on our distinctive and mutually 
beneficial relations with your nation. Americans are deter- 
mined to preserve, Americans are determined to 
strengthen our ties of friendship and cooperation with 
Japan. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in that spirit, I ask all of you to 
join me in a toast to Their Majesties’ continued good 
health and to the perpetuation of the sincere friendship 
between the American and Japanese people, which this 
historic visit symbolizes. 

Your Majesties. 

Tue Emperor. Mr. President, Mrs. Ford, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

I wish to offer my sincere appreciation for your most 
thoughtful words. I am deeply moved by your warm 
expression of good will toward Japan and the people of 
Japan. 

Your visit to Japan last fall, Mr. President, brought a 
bright and happy page in the 120-year-long history of 
Japanese-American relations. Ever since your visit, the 
Empress and I have been looking forward to this moment 
when we might be with you again, Mr. President, and 
with Mrs. Ford for the first time. 

We also thank you cordially for your gracious hospital- 
ity this evening at the White House. We are mindful that 
in this house great leaders of your country have presided 
since the early years of the Nation, making their indelible 
marks on national and world history. 


Our first night in the United States we spent at Wil- 
liamsburg, resting from our long journey and savoring, in 
the calm atmosphere of that picturesque town, historic 
reminders of the birth of this Nation. Those associations 
are deepened for us tonight, in your company and in this 
historic house. 

I recall the wise counsel which your first President, 
George Washington, gave the American people upon leav- 
ing the Office of the Presidency in 1796: “Observe good 
faith and justice towards all nations. Cultivate peace and 
harmony with all.” 

This precept is still valid in today’s world. It is an idea 
shared by the Japanese people in their continuing efforts 
to cultivate peace and harmony within the international 
community. 

It has been my wish for many years to visit the United 
States. There is one thing in particular which I have hoped 
to convey to the American people, should my visit be 
materialized, that is, to extend in my own words my 
gratitude to the people of the United States for the friendly 
hand of good will and assistance their great country af- 
forded us for our postwar reconstruction immediately fol- 
lowing that most unfortunate war, which I deeply deplore. 


Today, a new generation with no personal memory of 
those years is about to be in the majority in both our 
countries. Yet I am confident that the story of the gen- 
erosity and good will of the American people will be re- 
told from generation to generation of Japanese for the 
rest of time. 

The United States has made extraordinary contribu- 
tions to the well-being and progress among mankind dur- 
ing the past two centuries. Today, on the eve of your 
Bicentennial and amidst the shifting tides of history, the 
United States continues to stand for the high ideals which 
gave this Nation birth. 

The American people are still contributing to further 
development of this most vigorous and creative society and 
to the building of peace and prosperity in the world. 

Mankind is now engaged in a common endeavor—the 
creation of a just and peaceful international community. 
For this lofty objective, it is my hope that Japan and the 
United States, as two powerful and stable nations, will 
cooperate actively on the basis of even better understand- 
ing of each other through further dialog, drawing strengths 
from the richness of our past histories and traditions. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I propose a toast to the health 
of the President of the United States of America and Mrs. 
Ford and to the American people on the threshold of 
your third glorious century as a nation. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 10:21 p.m. in the State Dining Room 


at the White House. His Majesty spoke in Japanese, and his 
remarks were translated by an interpreter. 


National Forest Products Week, 1975 
Proclamation 4399. October 3, 1975 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation , 


Among our Nation’s most valuable and unique natural 
resources are its forests—valuable because of the numer- 
ous uses for wood products from forests, unique because 
this resource is renewable. As with any resource, forest 
products must be used efficiently and with foresight. 

Progress is being made to utilize this resource more 
thoroughly. Forestry research is discovering how to use 
wood more efficiently in construction; it is finding ways 
to use all of every log harvested; it is investigating the 
chemical properties which might be tapped to replace 
products now made from nonrenewable resources; it is 
looking into the possibilities of using wood so gasoline 
and oil supplies can be extended. 

Our forests are vast, but we are making strenuous 
demands on them. With our needs rapidly expanding, 
there is danger our present forest production will soon 
be incapable of satisfying the demands made on it. Fortu- 
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nately, we know our forests can, under proper manage- 
ment, be regrown perpetually at a rate equal to, or even 
greater than, the rate at which trees are used. 

We have much of the knowledge and technology to 
expand our forests productively. We must dedicate our- 
selves to expanding our public and private forests as well 
as to managing better the forest lands we now have. This 
requires the close cooperation of business, industry, gov- 
ernment and the individual citizen. A giant step was taken 
with the passage in 1974 of the Forest and Rangeland 
Renewable Resources Planning Act. It requires an assess- 
ment of our present and potential supply and demand for 
all forest products and preparation of a proposed program 
to meet future demands. It requires us to plan and act 
today to meet the needs of tomorrow. 

To recognize the importance of forest resources and 
forest products to the Nation, the Congress has, by joint 
resolution of September 13, 1960 (74 Stat. 898), desig- 
nated the seven-day period beginning the third Sunday 
of October each year as National Forest Products Week, 
and has requested the President to issue an annual proc- 
lamation calling for the observance of that week. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby call upon the people 
of the United States to observe the week beginning Octo- 
ber 19, 1975, as National Forest Products Week, with ac- 
tivities and ceremonies designed to direct public atten- 
tion to our forest resources which have benefited us ma- 
terially and spiritually and which we must act to pre- 
serve. 

In Witness WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this third day of October, in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred seventy-five, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundredth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 12:06 p.m., 
October 3, 1975] 


Budget Deferrals 


The President’s Message to the Congress Transmitting 
the Deferrals. October 3, 1975 


To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the Impoundment Control Act of 
1974, I herewith transmit ten supplementary reports 
which extend previously reported deferrals of funds pro- 
vided by the continuing resolution for fiscal year 1976. 
Eight of the deferrals are for programs of the Department 
of Agriculture and two deferrals are for programs in the 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. The sup- 
plementary reports reflect ar. addition of $76.4 million in 


budget authority deferred when compared with their orig- 
inal reports. 

Generally, the Congress considers the funds appropriate 
to each program only in the regular appropriations bill. 
The continuing resolution establishes certain categories 
and sets standard temporary appropriation levels that ap- 
ply uniformly to the many programs within each of these 
categories. I am proposing—for the programs included in 
this message—levels that differ from the general levels al- 
lowed in the continuing resolution. The Congress is now 
in the process of considering, through the regular 1976 
appropriations bills, my specific proposals for each of these 
programs. The deferrals I am reporting preserve the pos- 
sibility of conducting these programs in 1976 at the levels 
I have recommended. 

The details of each deferral are contained in the at- 
tached reports. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 3, 1975. 


NOTE: The attachments detailing the deferrals will be printed in the 
Federal Register. 


Department of Labor 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Morton Corn 
To Be Assistant Secretary for Occupational Safety 
and Health. October 3, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nom- 
inate Morton Corn, of Pittsburgh, Pa., to be an Assist- 
ant Secretary of Labor. His area of responsibility will be 
Occupational Safety and Health. He will succeed John 
H. Stender, who is resigning. 

Mr. Corn is serving as professor of the department 
of occupational health, Graduate School of Public 
Health, and adjunct professor of the department of chem- 
ical engineering at the University of Pittsburgh, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. He joined the faculty of the University of 
Pennsylvania in 1962, serving successively as assistant 
professor, department of public health practice (1962- 
1965) ; associate professor, department of health practice 
(1965-1966); associate professor, department of occu- 
pational health (1966-1967). During 1961-62, he was 
a senior lecturer at the British Medical Research Coun- 
cil at the London School of Hygiene. 

Mr. Corn was born on October 18, 1933, in New York, 
N.Y., and received his B. Ch.E. degree from Cooper 
Union in New York. He attended Harvard University 
where he received his M.S. degree in 1956 and his Ph. D. 
in 1961. He went to London on a John Simon Guggen- 
heim Fellowship during 1972-1973. 

Mr. Corn is married to the former Jacqueline Karnell, 
and they have two children. They reside in Pittsburgh, Pa. 
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U.S. Military Assistance to Turkey 


Statement by the President on Congressional Action 
Partially Lifting the Embargo on Assistance. 
October 3, 1975 


I welcome the passage by the Congress of S. 2230, 
which provides for a partial lifting of the embargo on 
U.S. arms for Turkey. This action is an essential first 
step in the process of rebuilding a relationship of trust 
and friendship with valued friends and allies in the 
Eastern Mediterranean. 


The Congressional vote reflects a cooperative effort 
with the Senate and House of Representatives on the dif- 
ficult question of Cyprus and the vital task of restoring 
stability and security along NATO’s strategically impor- 
tant southern flank. 

With the partial lifting of the embargo, I intend to take 
action in four broad areas in the weeks ahead. 

First, we will seek to rebuild our security relationship 
with Turkey to underscore that Turkey’s membership in 
the Western alliance and partnership with the United 
States serve the very important interest of both nations. 


Second, we will make a major effort to encourage re- 
sumption of the Cyprus negotiations and to facilitate prog- 
ress by the parties involved—Greece, Turkey and 
Cyprus—toward a peaceful and equitable settlement of 
this dispute. In this connection, we will fulfill whatever 
role the parties themselves want us to play in achieving 
a settlement acceptable to all. In accordance with S. 2230, 
I will submit to the Congress within 60 days of enact- 
ment a report on progress made in reaching a solution to 
the Cyprus problem. 

Third, the Administration will intensify cooperation 
with appropriate international humanitarian agencies to 
find ways to alleviate the suffering of the many people dis- 
placed as a result of the 1974 hostilities. The plight of 
these unfortunate people makes progress towards solution 
of the Cyprus problem all the more important. 

Finally, the Administration intends to provide support 
to the democratic government of Greece. In that regard, 
we will pursue efforts to help that country overcome its 
current economic and security problems. Also, in com- 
pliance with S. 2230, I will submit within 60 days my 
recommendations for assistance to Greece for fiscal year 
1976. 

Our goals in the Eastern Mediterranean in the months 
ahead—to help the parties involved achieve a Cyprus 
settlement, to rebuild a relationship of trust and friend- 
ship with both Greece and Turkey, to alleviate the suffer- 
ing on Cyprus, and to meet Greece’s needs for assist- 
ance—are objectives on which we all can agree. Let us 
now join in working together to achieve them. 


Veto of School Lunch and Child 
Nutrition Legislation 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 4222 Without His Approval. 
October 3, 1975 


To the House of Representatives: 

I am returning without my signature H.R. 4222, the 
National School Lunch and Child Nutrition Act Amend- 
ments of 1975. 

If this bill provided food for children truly in need, as I 
proposed in March, I would give it my wholehearted sup- 
port and approve it immediately. Children of families 
living in poverty who need help in raising their level of 
nutrition should receive that help. 

It was with this in mind that I recommended early this 
year a reform of the Federal Government’s existing child 
feeding programs. My proposal would have provided as- 
sistance by the Federal Government for all infants and 
children from families below the poverty level. It would 
have halted the steady expansion of Federal child nutri- 
tion subsidies to increasing numbers of non-needy chil- 
dren. By so doing, it would have concentrated more funds 
on feeding needy children, yet saved the taxpayers of this 
Nation almost $4 billion over the next five years. 

I recommended one block grant be made to States to 
provide them with greater flexibility to tailor food and 
nutrition programs to their own conditions and prefer- 
ences. At the same time, States would have been relieved 
of much administrative and costly red tape. Such an ap- 
proach would eliminate the wastefulness of present over- 
lapping programs which often subsidize the same meal. 

I recognize that H.R. 4222 would enlarge our present 
efforts to feed the needy children I am concerned about. 
But it would go far beyond that and greatly expand Fed- 
eral subsidies to children from families which do not need 
Federal subsidies. 

By extending aid to families not in need, this bill would 
add $1.2 billion to my budget proposals for the current 
fiscal year. I cannot accept such fiscal irresponsibility 
when we face the real danger that the budget deficit could 
reach $70 billion instead of the already high limit of $60 
billion I set earlier this year. As Congress keeps adding to 
the deficit, Congress adds to inflationary pressures which 
could push us back into recession. 

We should not expand subsidies to families with in- 
comes above the poverty level. I believe the way to help 
most American families is to take actions to hold down in- 
flation and reduce their tax burdens. 

The consolidated food and nutrition program I pro- 
posed in March for needy children would have greatly 
improved our existing programs. The program sent to m¢ 
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by the Congress with disproportionate subsidies for the 
non-needy is worse than the programs we now have. 

I propose to the Congress two choices: (1) Extend 
our present programs at this time, or (2) reconsider and 
act favorably on my proposal for needy children. 

Either course would be in the best interests of needy 
children, the Nation’s economic health and the taxpaying 
public. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 3, 1975. 


Social Security Regulations 


Executive Order 11881. October 3, 1975 


DELEGATION OF AuTHORITY To IssuE REGULATIONS 
Wir Respect To SecTIoN 459 oF THE SOCIAL 
Security AcT 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Consti- 
tution and the laws of the United States of America, and 
as President of the United States of America, and to fur- 
ther the implementation of section 459 of the Social 
Security Act, as added by the Social Services Amendments 
of 1974 (88 Stat. 2357, 42 U.S.C. 659), it is hereby 
ordered as follows: 

SecTION 1. (a) This order is applicable to all executive 
agencies of the Federal Government which make any 
payment of money, the entitlement to which is based upon 
remuneration for employment, to any individual. 

(b) “Executive agency” means all departments, inde- 
pendent establishments, wholly-owned Federal corpora- 
tions, and all agencies, boards, commissions, councils, 
bodies, groups, entities, organizations or instrumentalities 
of the Federal Government, including advisory bodies, 
except those in the legislative or judicial branches of the 
Federal Government. 

Sec. 2. The Civil Service Commission shall, in consulta- 
tion with the Department of Justice, issue regulations for 
the uniform implementation by all executive agencies of 
section 459 of the Social Security Act. The regulations 
shall establish standards for determining what constitutes 
remuneration for employment, shall provide procedures to 
facilitate appropriate service of process upon an executive 
agency, and shall establish such other standards and pro- 
cedures as are necessary or appropriate for the uniform 
implementation of this order and section 459 of the Social 
Security Act. Such regulations may require that executive 
agency regulations be issued as appendices thereto. 

Sec. 3. Each executive agency shall issue such rules, 
regulations and directives, pursuant to and in accord with 
those issued by the Civil Service Commission pursuant to 
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this order, as are necessary to implement the regulations 
of the Civil Service Commission, this order and section 
459 of the Social Security Act. 

Sec. 4. Regulations issued pursuant to this order by 
the Civil Service Commission and all other executive 
agencies shall be made available to the public by publi- 
cation in the Federal Register. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 3, 1975. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 5:09 p.m. 
October 3, 1975] 


Visit of Emperor Hirohito of Japan 


Exchange of Toasts Between the President and the 
Emperor at a Dinner Honoring the President at the 
Smithsonian Institution. October 3, 1975 


Tue Emperor. Mr. President, Mrs. Ford, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

The Empress and I are greatly honored to be with you 
this evening, Mr. President, Mrs. Ford, and distinguished 
great guests representing the broad spectrum of the 
American people. 

May I take this opportunity to impress on you our 
sincere appreciation for the cordial hospitality extended 
to us by the President and the people of the United States. 

The Japanese-American relationship began some 120 
years ago when Commodore Matthew Perry reached our 
shore to begin the process of opening Japan to the outside 
world. Five years later Japan dispatched its first delegation 
to the United States on the mission of exchanging the 
instruments of ratification of our Treaty of Amity and 
Commerce. It is recorded that the delegation visited this 
Smithsonian Institution. 

One of Japan’s leading intellectuals at the time of my 
grandfather, the Emperor Meiji, was Yukichi Fukuzawa. 
He accompanied the delegation to the United States 
aboard the escort ship “Kanrin Maru.” Upon his return, 
Fukuzawa wrote a book entitled “Seiyo-jijo” or “Things 
Western.” In this volume Fukuzawa described how the 
United States, under the “purest form of republican 
government,” had been living up to the ideals of its 
Founding Fathers, and included a full Japanese trans- 
lation of the Declaration of Independence of the United 
States. His enlightening suggestions were a source of 
inspiration to the Japanese people of the’time, who were 
just beginning to emerge out of centuries of isolation into 
the age of modernization. 

Succeeding generations of Japanese and Americans 
have built on those early interchanges, establishing in 
our time a relationship of extensive cooperation in politi- 
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cal, economic, industrial, academic, cultural, and many 
other fields. 

Today, as the United States is about to celebrate its 
Bicentennial, Japan and the United States have become 
the nearest of neighbors, despite the vast reach of the 
Pacific Ocean, which separates our two countries, and 
despite the great distances between our respective his- 
tories, traditions, languages, and cultures. Never before 
in history have two such distant and different peoples 
forged such close bonds of friendship. 

I am confident that friendship, so well tested through 
a number of trials in the past, is an enduring one which 
will withstand whatever vicissitude there may be in 
future history. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask you to join me in a toast 
to the continued health of the President of the United 
States of America and Mrs. Ford and to the prosperity 
of this great Republic. 

THE Preswent. Your Majesties, Mrs. Ford and I are 
deeply honored to be your guests this evening. Japanese 
hospitality is always warm and most gracious, as I can 
testify from my visit last year to Tokyo and Kyoto. 

Your kind and very thoughtful words have made a 
deep impression upon Mrs. Ford, myself, and the 
American people, and it is an honor for me this evening 
to have an opportunity to respond. 

Your Majesties’ visit to Washington has been pleasant, 
as I have gathered from our discussions, but all too brief. 
Tomorrow, you leave for a journey across America. 
Many Americans you will meet and the places you will 
visit have longstanding and important connections with 
Japan. 

I am very pleased that Your Majesty will see some of 
our small towns as well as our great cities. The farm you 
will visit in Illinois is symbolic of the importance of agri- 
culture as well as trade in American and Japanese 
relations. 

‘I am particularly happy that Your Majesties will 
visit the oceanographic research centers in Woods Hole, 
Massachusetts, and La Jolla, California, where some of 
America’s leading marine biologists will have an op- 
portunity to discuss matters of mutual interest. 

Your Majesty’s personal role in scientific research 
symbolizes the contribution that international scientific 
exchanges have made to the advancement of knowl- 
edge in our two nations and to their mutual benefit. 

Mrs. Ford and I are very pleased that time has been 
found for Your Majesty, the Empress, to meet Americans 
who share her artistic interests and humanitarian con- 
cerns. We are glad that you will also have time to relax 
and enjoy other aspects of American life, such as football 
on Sunday, Disneyland later, and the tropical beauty of 
Hawaii. 

Your visit, of course, draws attention as well to the 
place Americans of Japanese ancestry occupy in our 
national life. While their numbers are not large, their 
contributions to American life have been most significant. 
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Through quiet and very diligent endeavor, Japanese- 
Americans have attained highly respected places in the 
most exalted ranks of every profession, in the arts and 
sciences and, of course, in public affairs. The cultural 
heritage that they have given us has enriched American 
life. They are actually a living bond between our two 
great countries. 

Your Majesty, when you assumed the throne in 1926, 
you chose the Japanese. words “showa,” meaning 
“enlightened peace,” as the name of your reign. Those 
words expressed an exalted ideal, and now in tlie unprece- 
dented 50th year of your reign, the Japanese people’s 
accomplishments and their place in the world have fulfilled 
your early hopes. 

Your Majesties’ historic visit has enhanced Japanese- 
American relations with a new dignity, and it has made 
us even more aware of the benefits of peace as well as 
friendship between us. It has also reinvigorated our shared 
determination to encourage even closer ties and greater 
cooperation between the Japanese and the American 
people. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask that you join me in express- 
ing appreciation for Their Majesties’ hospitality this 
evening as I propose a toast to Their Majesties, the 
Emperor and the Empress of Japan. 

NOTE: The exchange of toasts began at 10:40 p.m. at the Smith- 


sonian Institution Building. His Majesty spoke in Japanese, and 
his remarks were translated by an interpreter. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 


September 27 


The President met at the White House with the Scien- 
tific and Technical Association delegation from the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China. 

Jean Victor Sauvagnargues, Foreign Minister of 
France, met with the President. 

The President hosted a working luncheon and seminar 
attended by U.S. Representative to the U.N. Moynihan, 
HEW ‘Secretary Mathews, Nathan Glazer, Michael 
Novak, Orlando Patterson, and John Higham. 


September 29 


Federal Reserve Board Chairman Arthur F. Burns met 
with the President at the White House to discuss monetary 


policy. 
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The President announced the appointment of Donald 
W. Moos of Olympia, Wash., as a U.S. member of the 
International Pacific Salmon Fisheries Commission. 


September 30 

Seewoosagur Ramgoolam, Prime Minister of Mauritius 
met with the President at the White House. 

The President has accepted the resignation of Samuel 
C. Adams, Jr., as an Assistant Administrator of the 
Agency for International Development, effective Septem- 
ber 27, 1975. 

The President met with a group of Congressmen to 
discuss H.R. 4947, a bill amending tobacco price supports. 

Mayor Pete Wilson of San Diego, Calif., met with the 
President to discuss municipal matters. 


October 1 

During his visit to Skokie, Ill., the President met with 
31 mayors from small cities in Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, 
and Wisconsin. 
October 2 

The President has accepted the resignation of David H. 
Lissy as a member of the Board of Foreign Scholarships, 
effective September 11, 1975. 
October 3 


German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt met with the 
President at the White House. Following the meeting, the 
President and the Chancellor held a working luncheon. 
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NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 


The following list does not include pro- 
motions of members of the Uniformed Serv- 
ices, nominations to the Service Academies, 
or nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted September 30, 1975 


Peter R. Tarr, of California, to be an Assist- 
ant Attorney General, vice Wallace H. 
Johnson, resigned. 

Harowp F. EBERLE, of California, to be a Dep- 
uty Under Secretary of the Treasury, 
vice Frederick L. Webber, resigned. 


Submitted October 1, 1975 


MarJsorige Warp LyNcH, of Washington, to 
be Under Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare, vice Frank C. Carlucci, re- 
signed. 

CuHaRLEs H. HapeEn, II, of West Virginia, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Northern and Southern Districts of West 
Virginia, vice Sidney L. Christie, deceased. 


Submitted October 2, 1975 


STANLEY S. Scotr, of the District of Colum- 
bia, to be an Assistant Administrator of 
the Agency for International Development, 
vice Samuel C. Adams, Jr., resigned. 

RopericK M. Hus, of California, to be a 
member of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission for the remainder of the term 
expiring June 5, 1977, vice Ray Garrett, 
Jr., resigned. 


Submitted October 3, 1975 


Morton Corn, of Pennsylvania, to be an As- 
sistant Secretary of Labor, vice John H. 
Stender, resigning. 
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ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT 


Approved September 29, 1975 


Public Law 94-99 
Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1975. 


Approved October 1, 1975 


Public Law 94-100 
Joint resolution to extend by two months 
the expiration date of the Defense Produc- 
tion Act of 1950 and to extend the fund- 
ing of the National Commission on 
Productivity and Work Quality for two 
months. 


Approved October 2, 1975 
Public Law 94-101 


An act to authorize an increase in the 
monetary authorization for certain com- 
prehensive river basin plans previously 
approved by the Congress, and for other 
purposes. 


CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOusp. 
PRESS RELEASES 


The following releases of the Office of 
White House Press Secretary, distrib 
during the period covered by this issue 
not included in the issue. 


Released September 27, 1975 


News conference: on the OPEC price 
crease—by Frank G. Zarb, Administ 
Federal Energy Administration 


Released September 29, 1975 
Fact sheet: on the Privacy Act of 1974 


Released September 30, 1975 


Advance text: remarks at the dedication. 
the 5. Edgar Hoover Building 

Advance text: excerpts from remarks at a | 
Republican fundraising dinner a 

List: mayors attending meeting with the 
President in Skokie, 11). : 


Released October 1, 1975 


News conference: on the President's meeting ~ 
with 31 mayors—by Albert J. Smith, mayor _ 
of Skokie, Ill., James T. Ryan, mayor of — 
Arlington Heights, Ill., George M. Bersted, 
mayor of Monmouth, I1l., Lyman Parks, 
mayor of Grand Rapids, Mich., James H. 
Falk, Associate Director of the Domestic 
Council 

Advance text: remarks to the White House 
Conference on Domestic and Economic Af- _ 
fairs in Omaha, Nebr. 








Cumulative Index to Prior Issues 
Third Quarter 


NOTE: The final index to documents appearing in Issues 
Nos. 27-39 of this volume is being printed separately and 
distributed with this issue. 

The fourth quarter index will begin with next week’s 
issue and will be printed at the back of the issue as has beer 
customary. 
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